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motion to postpone the subject for three weeks, 
he did so because the Chair was about to put the | 
uestion on the motion of the gentleman from | 
entucky, [Mr. Boyp,] to make it the order of | 
the day for Wednesday next. He felt sensible that 
it was impossible in thatshort space of time for gen- | 
tlemen to give the documents that careful exam- | 
ination which they required to come to a correct | 
decision. Every gentleman must be familiar with | 
the difficulty of examining into such a matter. 
He had, however, since learned from his col- | 
league, the sitting member, that his motion had, 
in some degree, interfered with the disposition 
which was intended to be made of the matter. It 
appeared that a gentleman from the Committee 


understood to come from the minority of that 
committee, that the subject should be recommitted 
to that committee forthe purpose of taking further 
testimony in the case. He therefore intended 
to withdraw his proposition to postpone for three 
weeks, but he did so with the distinct understand- 
ing that the sitting member should be permitted | 
to procure all the testimony necessary, and have 
his claims to his seat clearly stated before the 
House came to act upon it. He hoped the House 
would send the matter back to the committee, 
and give the sitting member time to make out his 
case as fully as possible; and there was nothing 
inconsistent in giving the subject that direction. | 
He confessed he was mortified to hear his col- | 
league [Mr. Bynum] say, that the sitting mem- 
ber had misrepresented his district on that floor. | 
Did he mean that the sitting member was wast- 
ing the time of the House in unprofitable discus- 
sion, which served only to fill the columns of a 
filthy newspaper? If his colleague meant to say 
that when a gentleman came to the House of 
Representatives by the vote of a majority of the 
people of his district, and attested by the proper 
officers, that that man misrepresented his con- 
stituents, he thanked God that he misrepresented 
his in the same way. How did the sitting mem- 
ber come there? He came with the certificate of 
election from the proper officers. Then, if you 
refuse to give him an opportunity to show that 
he is entitled to his seat, you stamp the charge of 
falsehood upon the returning officers. Mr. S. 
said, he had made these remarks with no under- 
standing with the sitting member, or with the 
members of the Committee of Elections. He did 
not know the nature of their report, and he had 
not the facility of intellect of his colleague, [Mr. 
Bynvm, ]toenable him to jump toconclusions with- 
out examination. He was willing the characters 
of gentlemen there should stand unimpeached 
until they were proved to be otherwise. He did 
not know the nature either of the majority or 








Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said, when he made the || 


to this matter. 
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He must confess that that gen- 
tleman entertained no more surprise and regret 
at the course he (Mr. B.) was about to pursue, 
than he felt at the course and proposition which 
that gentleman himself had made. He then 
thought, and he still thought, that upon that oc- 
easion gentlemen had manifested extraordinary 
and unnecessary sensibility. A gentleman who 
spoke the other day, and his colleague who had 
just addressed the House, had expressed their 


|| astonishment at a statement which he had made, 


wishing a speedy termination of that question. 


He thought they had done him a little injustice 





minority or and he would not express an 
opinion in the case until he could examine it. He 
neither knew nor cared who they said was entitled 
to the seat; all he asked was, that the House would 
not prejudge it before the necessary testimony 
could be procured. If the House took up this 
matter at an early day, it would deny the right of 
being heard toa large and respectable district of 
North Carolina, and on this subject they ought to 
hear everything. His colleague [Mr. Bynum] 
had told hen that the present subject had been 
before the House for four months. The House 
had not yet been in session four months; and 
during the time it had been in session, the subject 
was before the Committee of Elections; and how 
could any one there have ascertained anything 
of the matter, except by going before the com- 
mittee? And that would not have been the par- 
liamentary course. It was utterly impossible to 
get the facts of the case, except by having time 
to examine it. 

Mr. BYNUM said he sincerely regretted the 
course he perceived the discussion was likely to 
take. His honorable friend and colleague, [Mr. 
W. B. Sueparp,] a day or two since, expressed 
surprise and regret at the course taken in relation 
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in supposing that he was actuated by any mo- 
tive less honorable and patriotic than themselves. 


| They had also done him injustice—no doubt un- 
of Elections had made a proposition, which he || 


intentionally—in misrepresenting his motives in 


| respect to his colleague, the sitting member. He 
| never intended to be understood as saying that 
| that gentleman had misrepresented his district. 
| What he had said was this, that if that gentleman 
| was not the legitimate Representative on that 


floor, the people of that district had been long 
enough misrepresented. He had not expressed 
an opinion, but he again repeated, that if that 
gentleman was not entitled toa seat on that floor, 
he had been long enough there. He agreed most 
fully with his colleague when he said they should 
not act until they had all the lights in the case 
which could be had, and until the documents were 
oublished and laid before the House. He should 
ie the last man to urge the matter, until the doc- 
uments were printed and laid upon the table of 
every member of the House. He again repeated, 


| that he was astonished at the remarks of his 


friend on the right, [Mr. A. H. Sueprerp,| and 
his colleague on the left, [Mr. W. B. Suepanp, | 


| when they endeavored to impeach him of having 


brought a charge against the sitting member. 


| The simple statement was, that if he was not the 





legitimate Representative, there had been a sufli- 
ciency of misrepresentation. He himself was not 
decided upon the subject; he wanted to have 
more light, as wellas the gentleman himself; but, 
from what he had understood, if he might be per- 
mitted to express an opinion, he was predisposed 
to believe that the sitting member was not entitled 
to his seat. 
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| was rather undignified. 


The CHAIR remarked that the gentleman was | 


not in order in entering into the merits of the 
question before the main question came up. 

Mr. BYNUM said he should endeavor to con- 
fine himself to the question before the House. 


|, He did believe that the motion of his collearue 


| [Mr. W. B. Sueparp] went to postpone the ques- | 


| that motion and still opposed it. 
informed by those who had conversed with the | 





tion longer than was absolutely necessary to have 


the House placed in possession of all the inform- | 
ation necessary. For that reason he had opposed | 


printers to the House on the subject, that the 
documents would be printed and laid on the 
tables within eight or ten days; and they had 
also been told that when the documents were laid 


on the tables, the whole subject could be investi- || 


gated in a few hours. Then, where could be the 
necessity for postponing the subject three weeks? 


The gentleman who had just taken his seat had | 


made some remarks which he did not distinctly 
understand. He supposed a case, and supposed 


that if he (Mr. B.) meant to say that the individ- | 


ual who occupied a seat on that floor did so for 
the purpose of filling the filthy columns of a 
newspaper, that he had made an erroneous 
charge. 


Mr. W. B. SHEPARD said, the remarks he 
had made were general. He had said that he did 


not exactly understand what his colleague [Mr. | 
Bynum] meant when he said the sitting member | 


misrepresented his constituents on that floor. He 
further said, that if his golleague meant that any 
individual used his station there to get up useless 
discussions and unne,essary squabbles, to fill 
the columns of a newspaper, such an allusion 


He had been | 


° He did not understand the gentleman’s | 
allusion, and should like to be correctly informed. | 


, been before the House for four months. 


|| the testimony, to express his opinion. 
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would make any gentleman feel uneasy in his 


| seat. 


Mr. BYNUM said he would, on all proper oc- 


casions, express his opinions; but as to consump- 


tion of the time of the House, he believed him 

and his colleague were on about an equal footing. 

He did not say, however, that he had consumed 

too much time, for Mr. B. had always heard 

him with the greatest pleasure. His colleague 

seemed to regret that he was not possessed with 

the facility of intellect to judge of the present ques- 

tion without time. He believed that after the doc- 

uments were printed and laid on the tables, every 

gentleman would be possessed of sufficient facility 

of intellect to judge of the case without a post- 

ponement of three or four weeks. He believed 

that most of the information which would be 

brought in them, was known now to the majority 

of the members of the House. Mr. B. would be 

the last man in the House to do an act of injustice 

to the sitting member ; but while he would not do 
that gentleman injustice, he would be unworthy 
of maintaining a seat on that floor was he to be 
guilty of committing an act of injustice to the gen- 
tleman who was petitioning for his seat. He was 
disposed to do both justice. His colleague had 
said that Mr. B. had stated that the subject had 
Mr. B. 
had remarked that if the motion was made and 
carried to postpone for three weeks, then it would 
have been before the House between three and 
four months. He hoped the House would not 
follow the example set them last winter, but that 
they would decide upon the subject speedily. In 
the case of the Moore and Letcher contested elec- 
tion, the documents were much more voluminous, 
and yet only one week was allowed for consider- 
ing it after the documents were printed. With 
regard to his friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Wituiams,| he had always had the profoundest 
respect for his opinions, and he approved his 
course, apart from his political views ; but it did 
appear to him that, to lay that subject on the table, 
He had looked over the 
Journal, and had never seen any disposition made 
of the report of a committee but by making it the 
order fora particular day. He believed that the 
motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Mann,] to postpone ituntil Tuesday week, would 
allow ample time to examine the subject ; and he 
hoped that motion would prevail. 

Mr. SHEPARD then withdrew his proposition. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then renewed his 
motion to postpone the subject till Tuesday week. 

Mr. GRAHAM (the sitting member) begged 
to inquire if the pending question was not the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, a member 
of the Committee on Elections, [Mr. Harp,] to 
recommit? 

The CHAIR stated that, under the 32d rule, 
that motion gave way to the motion to postpone. 
The Chair had made the same decision a few days 
| ago, and in that opinion, independent of the ile: 
| upon examination, he found himself sustained by 
the lex parliamentaria. 

Mr. GRAHAM was desirous (he said) that the 
motion submitted by the’ gentleman from New 
| York (Mr. Harpj should be decided by the House 
| before the question was taken on the postpone- 
/menttoagivenday. It was true, as his colleague 
who had just taken his seat had remarked, that 
this was an important case; but it was more im- 
portant that whenever a cause was about to be 
tried, it should be tried impartially, in such a way 
as to do justice between the parties, and to give 
satisfaction to the district interested in.the issue. 
That was all he asked, and nothing more; and to 
| which he humbly conceived he was entitled. He 
would not ask the House to try the cause without 
hearing the evidence, for he held the House to be 
in the situation of judges and os It would 
be thought very strange for a jue ge or juror, about 
to go into the investigation of a cause, out of court 
| or on the bench, before he had heard one word of 
It would 
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be said he was forestalling the verdict, or, at least, 
that he had strong prejudices, and would not be 
considered as comy tent to give an impartial de- 
cision. F : 

Mr. G. assured the House that he desired no 


delay, but sought for justice; and he would give | 


to the House a few facts, to show the inconve- 
nience towhich the sitting member had been sub- 
jected. In the first place, the petitioner was in 
the situation of a plaintiff in a court of justice, 
who was necessarily in advance of the defendant 
with his testimony, and could not be taken by 
surprise, The defendant, like the sitting member 
in the present case, had no opportunity of know- 
ing what testimony he should have to ‘hunt up, 
nor what he should have to make replication to. 
Now, the elections in North Carolina were held 
on the second Thursday in August. The peti- 
tioner (Mr. Newland) being one of the three can- 
didates before the people, did not give the sitting 
member notice until the second day of October 
of his intention to contest the seat, having had 
nearly two-months to ascertain, as well as he 
could, the nature and character of his testimony. 
Jefore that he did not think proper to take any 
stand, contrary to the general rule of contested 
elections, where notice was very often given at 
the moment, though they were afterwards aban- 
dovned. The sitting member did not deem it his 
duty to take any active steps until the petitioner 
had commenced taking his depositions. On Thurs- 
day, the 29th of October, the petitioner com- 
menced, and continued through Thursday, Fri- 
day, and Saturday. He then went to another 
place thirty-eight miles off, and commenced taking 
depositions on the Monday following, continuing 
The notices were so arranged that the sitting 
member attended with the petitioner. He then 
reecived a notice to attend some sixty-seven or 
sixty-eight miles on the Monday following; and 
he attended accordingly. 

Mr. BYNUM begged to inquire if it was in 
order for his colleague to go into a detailed state- 
ment of the case at that stage of the proceeding? 

The CHAIR replied that, though the merits 
of the question were not open, the gentleman had 
a right to state the grounds upon which he urged 
that the House should not postpone the subject 
to a day certain, or why he desired further time, 
with a view that the House should act on the 
motion to commit. 

Mr. BYNUM would then ask if it would not 
be an act of justice to admit the petitioner to a 
seat on the floor, either in person or by counsel, 
to reply to the statements made by the gentleman 
himself, which, it was evident, must be prejudi- 
cial to the petitioner? 

The CHAIR replied that that was a matter for 
the decision of the House. 

Mr. GRAHAM proceeded. He was about to 
state the reasons, and he was borne out by the 
facts, why the sitting member should have an op- 
portunity of placing the whole evidence before 
the House. 

The depositions commenced on the 29th of Oc- 
tober, a continued step by step, day after day, 
inconstantsuccession, keeping the sitting member 
in coustant attendance for upwards of twenty 
days, until he was compelled to take his departure 
for Washington city. 

The mountain district which Mr. G. had the 
honor to represent, was not only one of the 
most populous in point of numbers, but for extent 
of territory, was, perhaps, the largest in the 
United States. The population was sparse, but 
the district was nearly two hundred miles in 
length, and about eighty or ninety in width, being 
shaped like a bell. Now, how was it possible 
for mortal man to have traveled over the whole 
= ‘, and collect and investigate testimony in so 
shortatime? This was one reason why, in justice, 
he asked for further time to enable him to lay the 
whole of the evidence before the House. 

Mr. G. then entered into a lengthy statement 
of the proceedings before the Committee on Elec- 
tions on the subject of a protest he had offered, 
and of his application to be heard on the princi- 
es of that paper. From the Christmas holidays 
s had heard nothing from the committee, until 
about the 15th or 16th of January, when the 
committee assembled and desired to know if the 








, parties had anything further to say. The sitting 
member then informed them that he had anx- | 
iously and confidently hoped that his protest || 
would have been passed upon, and an extension || 
of time given him to collect further testimony. | 


Some time afterward he was notified by the chair- 
man of the committee that further time would 


not be allowed; and Mr. G. supposed he had then || 
no right to make the motion in the House, be- | 


cause it had referred the whole subject to the 


| committee. These were substantially the facts || 
| upon which he grounded his appeal to the House, | 
that further time should be given him to take || 


depositions. 

Mr. HOWARD¢desired to make an inquiry of 
the committee, the necessity of which sprung from 
the remarks of the gentleman who had just taken 
his seat. It was proper that the inquiry should 
be made, and promptly answered, because some- 


thing like censure had been imputed to the com- | 
mittee. A report had been brought in from a || 
| standing committee of the House, aftertwo months 
of inquiry; and upon the very same day that that | 
report was brought in the House was called upon | 
to grant further time to take depositions. From | 


the remarks of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Granam,| it appeared that, on the 15th 
or 16th of January last, he applied to that com- 
mittee for the privilege he then sought to obtain 
at the hands of the House. Now, if the House 


should undertake to grant that time, it struck Mr. | 


H. that it would be entertaining an appeal from 
the decision of that committee, and reversing its 
opinions. They would be casting an implied 


censure upon the committee for refusing to do, | 
after mature deliberation, what the House itself || 
through ‘Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday. || 


saw fit to do the moment it was called upon. 
The inquiry Mr. H. desired to make was this: 
He wished to know from the committee what 
were their reasons for refusing, about the 15th or 
16th of January, further time to the sitting mem- 
berto take depositions? Being himselfaltogether 


‘ignorant of the merits of the case, and anxious to 
keep himself so until he was in possession of the | 
testumony, he put this inguiry in order that he | 
might judge if the committee had erred or not in 


refusing to grant what the House was then called 
upon to grant, 


Mr. BOYD (in reply to the inquiry of the gen- | 


tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Howarp,] and to 
the remarks of the sitting member) said he had 
to state that the evidence before the committee 


showed that the petitioner gave notice sixty-six 
| days before the meeting of Congress of his in- 


tention to contest the election of the sitting mem- 


ber. It was true, as stated by the gentleman | 
| from North Carolina, that the first depositions 


were taken on the 29th of October, and from that 


time up to the meeting of Congress, the parties | 
were each engaged in taking depositions; and as | 


to the inconvenience complained of by the sitting 
member, that he was notified to take depositions 


| at one point to-day, and at another seventy miles 


distant to-morrow, Mr. B. had only to say, that 


'that inconvenience, if it could be called such, 


operated reciprocally. The fact was, each of the 
gentlemen attended, either by themselves or by 
their agents, all the appointments for taking de- 
positions; and they examined and cross-exam- 
ined all the witnesses, except in one solitary 


| instance; and in that case, the sitting member, 
who failed to attend, had twenty-four or twenty- || 
| five days’ notice given him. The committee | 
thought an equal opportunity had been given the | 
| parties for taking testimony, and that sixty-six 


days was a sufficient time to collect all the evi- 


| dence necessary to enable that House to determine 
| who was entitled to the contested seat. These 
| were some of the reasons which induced the 
| committee to reject the application of the sitting 
-member for time to take additional testimony. 


It seemed to Mr. B. singular that gentlemen who 
thought further time should be given for taking 


| testimony, should be found also urging the pro- 


priety of putting off the examination of the whole 


| subject for more than three weeks. Ought the 


not rather (said Mr. B.) to join in making this 
subject the special order gf the day for Wednes- 
day next, or some other early day, that we may 


| act as soon as the testimony is printed and laid 
| upon our tables? This course seemed to him to 
ibe the proper one, unless gentlemen were dis- 
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February 26, 
|| posed to act without evidence, except such as 
| should be furnished by the sitting member and the 
individual members of the committee. He (Mr. 
B.) had no feeling on this subject, and in the 
whole investigation of this case he had been in- 
fluenced alone by a desire to do justice to all con- 
cerned, and he had no doubt all the members of 
the committee had been actuated by a similar 
desire. 

Mr. HARD merely wished to remark, in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Boyp,] that the minority of the committee desired 
to put this matter off. He also wished to explain 
| why he had submitted his motion to recommit. 
It would be recollected, that when the gentleman 
from Kentucky made this report of the majority 
of the committee, the sitting member obtained 
the unanimous consent of the House to submit 
| his protest, and it was also unanimously ordered 
to be printed; and Mr. H. had supposed that that 

aper furnished subject-matter upon which the 

ouse could act. ith that view, he had sub- 
mitted the motion that the prayer or application 
of the sitting member might be aaa It also 
then occurred to him, and he still believed that 
|| motion to be in order, the House having granted 
| their consent that he should submit his applica- 
tion—and he should still insist upon his motion, 
and renew it—that the sitting member have fur- 
ther time to make an examination of the evidence. 

Mr. BOYD again rose. but the Speaker an- 
nounced that the hour devoted to morning busi- 
ness had expired. 

Mr. RENCHER remarked that it was exceed- 
ingly important that this subject should be prompt- 
ly decided; and, in order to effect that object, he 
| moved that the rules of the House be suspended, 
| with a view to make some disposition of it; but 
the motion was rejected—ayes 105, noes 58, not 
two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then made a similar 
motion, with a view to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business of yesterday, being 
the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in 
the city of New York; which was lost without a 
count. 





ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and others. 
Mr. OWENS concluded the remarks against 
the bill which he had commenced on a former 


day. 
The bill was further advocated by Mr. WHIT- 
TLESEY, and opposed by Mr. CRAIG, when 
Mr. DUNLAP moved the previous question; 
and, upon seconding the same, there appeared— 
|| ayes 79, noes 31—no quorum voting. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 


a call of the House; which was agreed to. 

|| _ The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; but before 

|| the same was gone through with, 

| Mr. GARLAND moved to suspend further 

|| proceedings under the call; which was agreed 
| to—ayes 79, noes 53. 

| The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 95, noes not counted. 

| The question, ‘* Shall the main question be now 

| put?’’ was decided in the affirmative. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, asked 

| for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; 

'| which were cnteoel ; and were—yeas 11], nays 

| 72. 


So the bill was passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


'| The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole (Mr. Puruuips in the chair) 
|| upon the following bills: 
| A bill for the relief of the heirs of James 
\| Latham; 
|| A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 
A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlin and others, 
| owners, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Darling; 
A bill for the relief of Charles M. Frazier; 
A bill granting pensions and arrearuge of pen- 
sions to persons therein named; 
A bill for the relief of fone M. Wormstead; 
A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads and others; 
A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
| others; 
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ief of Joseph W. Green and ! 
| 


= 


A bill for the rel 
others; f 

A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 
Merrill; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

A bill for the relief of William Bowman; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., | 
New York; 

A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of Doxtator & Weaver. 

The committee rose and reported the bill for 
the relief of the heirs of James Latham, deceased, 
with an amendment; and the bills for the relief of | 
Archibald Small, Reuben Colburn, Isaac Cham- | 
plin and others, and Henry Darling, without 
amendment. 

Upon the other bills referred the committee 
asked and obtained leave to sit again; when 

The House adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 27, 1836. 


Mr. MARTIN moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to present certain memorials. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to amend the mo- 
tion, so as to enable him also to submit various 
petitions; which was negatived. 

The motion of Mr. Martin was also nega- 
tived. 

Mr. WHITE, moved to suspend the rule for 
one hour for the purpose of receiving petitions; 
which was disagreed to. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The report of the Committee of Elections on 
the contested election from North Carolina, came 
up as the unfinished business of the morning hour 
te 

‘he question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. Mann, of New York, proposing to make 
the report the speeial order for Tuesday week, 
instead of Wednesday next, as moved by the 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he understood the 
question now before the House to be a motion 
to fix a day certain for the consideration of the 
report preseated by the Committee of Elections; 
and he also understood that the sitting member 
{Mr. Granam} and other honorable gentlemen 
contended that the sitting member ought to have 
longer time for the taking of testimony; and he 
had already heard of a motion to recommit this 
case to the Committee of Elections, to the end that 
he might have further time. He was for taking 
up the case after the lapse of the shortest period 
of time within which the testimony and report 
could be printed, and gentlemen could possess 
themselves of the case. 

The prominent facts of this case, as he had 
heard them from gentlemen of the Committee of 
Elections who had addressed the House yester- 
day, and also from the sitting member, were 
these: In October last, and more than sixty days 
before the commencement of the present session 
of Congress, the petitioner gave notice to the 
sitting member that he would contest his right 
to aseat in this House; the parties some time 
afterwards took testimony; the petitioner came 
here with his petition, and it was referred to the 
Committee of Elections. They proceeded to act 
- upon the case; and about the middle of January, 
and after more than six weeks had elapsed since 
the committee had entered upon the case, the 
sitting member applied to the committee for 
further time to take testimony. The committee | 
refused to give such time, and have reported to 
us that the petitioner is entitled to his seat. The 
sitting member has addressed to us a paper, in 
the shape of a petition, for further time to take 
testimony. 

He humbly conceived, that this application 
could not be granted consistently with the rights 
of the petitioner, and, what were more important, 
the rights of the electors of the district to which 
the gentleman belonged. He objected, wholly 
objected to the position urged by the honorable 
sitting member on yesterday, that he was not 
obliged to commence taking his evidence until 





| 











| seat would be contested; he knew what evidence, 


_of this kind, favored only the diligent. 


| for an extended time, for taking testimony. 
| stead of making this application, when the com- 


| might first wait two or three months, and specu- 
| report from the committee; and then, upon ascer- 


| he might come here, and ask for and receive fur- | 
| ther time to take testimony, and thus protract the 


| grant an application to take supplemental testi- 


re 
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the petitioner had commenced taking his testi- 
mony. The sitting member was notified that his 


| 


what materials, he could command to fortify his | 
claim toa seat; and it was his duty to secure them 
with all reasonable diligence. He need not have 
waited till after the other party had taken his 
incipient steps. The law and reason, in matters 
The 
sitting member had told us that his district was 
very large. Mr. V. thought that, if it was as 
large as represented, sixty-four days were, in all 
conscience, time enough to have procured his tes- 
timony. The gentleman’s State was very large, 


i 
} 


| but he ventured to say that the laws and courts 


of his State did not require more than fourteen or 
twenty days’ notice of trial in civil cases, though 
a party might have witnesses in the extremest 
portion of the State. But this was not all: not 
only had the sitting member had abundance of 
time to take his testimony before the meeting of 
Congress, but he was chargeable with the most 
fatal laches for not making an earlier application 


In- 


mittee first entered upon their duties, it seemed 
he had waited till the middle of January, and then 
made this application to the grace and favor of | 
the House. This application, after this lapse of 

time, was not only unprecedented, but he (Mr. | 
V.) had found a precedent very much against 

allowing such indulgence. He here referred to | 
the case of Taliaferro vs. Hungerford, reported 

in a book of contested elections in Congress, page | 
248. There, the sitting member, before the ex- | 
amination of the evidence was gone into, asked 

for time to take testimony. The Committee of 

Elections reported a resolution to allow him fur- 

ther time. ‘The House refused to concur in this | 
resolution, by a vote of 46 to 65. A motion to | 
recommit the subject to the Committee of Elec- 
tions was lost, and the House then passed a res- 
olution, that the petitioner was entitled to a seat | 
in this House, by a vote of 67 to 29. The sitting 

member here, it will be perceived, does not make | 
out as strong a case as did the sitting member in 
the case reported. There, the sitting member, | 
before the examination of the case was gone into | 
by the committee, asked for time to take tes- | 
timony. Here, it seems, that he waited more 
than six weeks before he made such application. 


What might be the consequence if we granted || 
- q 4 


the indulgence here asked for? Why, a party | 


late first upon the chance of getting a favorable | 


taining that the report would be adverse to him, 


final decision of the case till near the end of the | 
session. There was a time in all tribunals when 

| testimony was to be considered as closed; and if, | 
after the parties had had sixty-four days’ notice 
to take evidence, and after having been six weeks 
before the first tribunal ,(the committee) we should 


mony, he would only say it would be an instance 
of indulgence as extraordinary as it was unpre- 
cedented. Mr. V. said, that the remarks he had 
submitted were made with a feeling of entire 


member; and without knowing anything of the 
merits of the case, or how he should vote on the 
merits, he had felt constrained to say what he 
had said in relation to this preliminary question. 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Virginia, begged leave 
to make a response to an inquiry put yesterday 
by an honorable member from Maryland, {Mr. 
owaRD]—an inquiry that might be expected to 
come from every member disposed to give this 
matter a candid and impartial consideration. The 
inquiry would be distinctly recollected, and it was 
to this effect: what were the reasons which influ- 
enced the committee—both the majority and mi- 
nority, the latter in agreeing, and the former refus- | 
ing—to grant further time to take testimony? Mr. | 
C. would not answer for others, but he could for | 
himself. He had voted for giving additional time | 
for reasons that were perfectly satisfactory to his | 
own mind; and he thought he should be able to 
satisfy the House that additional time ought, un- | 
i der existing circumstances, indispensably to be | 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 





\ 


‘ 


kindness and respect for the honorable sitting || 


2 


given, to advance the great cause of truth and 
justice. It was true that the petitioner gave the 
adverse party sixty-six days’notice, when, by the 
laws of North Carolina, he might only have given 
thirty, but then there was only an interval of 
thirty days from October 29th till the sitting 


| member was under a moral obligation to set out 
| to attend to his duties in Congress. If the House 
| would examine the proceedings of the parties, 


they would find that the petitioner had monopo- 
lized to himself almost the whole of the time, and 
left to the sitting member only a few days to col- 
lect his testimony. Mr. C. assimilated the present 


| case to a suitin chancery, where further time, 


under the circumstances, was always given; and 
he earnestly appealed to the House to grant the 
application of the sitting member. 

Mr. BOYD regretted the difference of opinion 


| that existed on the part of the Committee of 
| Elections, especially on the subject of the pres- 


ent application. Before he proceeded, he wished, 
if wrong, to be set right, and he begged respect- 
fully to make an inquiry of the honorable chair- 
man of the committee, [Mr. Cuamorne.} In re- 
lation to the notices given by the petitioner to the 
sitting member for taking testimony. the gentle- 
man from Virginia and himself agreed, together 
with four other members of the committee, that 
the notices were sufficient. He believed this was 
so, and he desired to know if he was correct or 
not; for, if his memory failed him in this instance, 
he would never undertake to recollect anything 
again. 

_ Mr. CLAIBORNE replied that he recollected 
not only the decision of the committee, but also 
the words in which he had expressed his own 
opinion, He stated that the first notice was a suffi- 
cient intimation of the intention of the petitioner 
to dispute the election; and he also signified his 
opinion that the other notices were a sufficient 
indication of the intention of the petitioner to take 
depositions; and he said so still. 

fr. BOYD had understood the gentleman as 

complaining that there was no sort of specification 
in the notices given to the siting member. He 
recollected very well, that the gentleman said in 
committee that it was necessary, in cases of con- 
tested elections in the State of Virginia, that the 
names of the voters should appear in the notices, 
but that it had never been adhered to,there. They 
all agreed, then, that the notices of the petitioner 
to the sitting member had been sufficient, and it 
was admitted that the facts Mr. B. had stated yes- 
terday, in relation to taking the depositions, were 
also correct. The notices were reciprocal, and 
—— inconvenient to both parties; or, if there 
was a balance on any side, the hardship was great- 
est on the petitioner. Mr. B. then read at length 
memoranda of the various notices given on both 
sides, to prove that the sitting member had no 
ground of complaint to make on that head with 
reference to the petitioner, but that the petitioner 
had been subject to most inconvenience and hard- 
ship. It would be found, however, that both par- 
ties attended, either by themselves or deputy, 
every meeting except one, and that exception 
was the fault of the sitting member himself, who 
had received ample notice. Mr. B.’s recollection 
also was, that nothing was heard abouteither part 
wanting further time till the testimony was all 
submitted. Then, would it have been reasonable, 
when the case was closed, for the committee to 
allow further time? Could it be reasonable that 
the House should allow further time? He had 
hoped no discussion would have arisen before the 
testimony was in possession of the House. He 
| had hoped that an early day weuld have been 
| fixed for its consideration, and he had an assur- 
| ance that the documents would be laid on the 
| table in the course of afew days. He would cnly 
| remark, in conclusion, that, if the House should 
| grant further time in this case, he was perfectly 
| satisfied that it would never be decided; and he 
| would not give one single groat for the privilege 
| of contesting an election. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY desired to know whether 
the application for further time was to search out 
and find evidence that might be supposed to have 
a bearing in the case; or whether it was for time to 
take testimony of which the: sitting member was 
already cognizant? If the latter, he wouid also 
like to know what was the evidence the gentle- 
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man had a knowledge of, and why it had not been 
heretofore taken? 

Mr. McKENNAN said that the statement just 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Boyp] had perfectly satisfied him of the propriety 
of granting the time requested by the sitting mem- 
ber to procure further testimony, 80 as to enable 
the House to come to a correct and satisfactory 
conclusion, From that statement it appeared that 
the parties had been diligently engaged from the 
commencement of the contest in taking testimony 
to support their respective claims, and had con- 
tinued their efforts down till the very meeting of 
Congress. ‘The sitting member, after thus using 
due and extraordinary diligence, now comes be- 
fore the House, and declares, upon his word of 
honor, that with all his industry he has not been 
able to obtain all the evidence which is necessary 
to enable the Elouse to act correctly and under- 
standingly on the subject. He put it to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (presuming that he was 
alawyer,) and to the asses to say whether, 
even in a court of law, there would be any hesi- 
tation in granting similar indulgence? On an 
application before that tribunal to postpone the 
trial of a cause, the first inquiry made is, whether 
due and reasonable diligence has been used by 
the applicant to prepare for trial; and if satisfac- 
tory evidence is furnished upon that point, and 
the court are satisfied that there is no affectation 
of delay, he submitted that no court would refuse 
the application for a continuance. In the case 
before the House, there was no allegation that 
the sitting member had not been most diligently 
employed between the 29th of October, when the 
petitioner commenced the taking of his testimony, 
and the time when the discharge of his public 
duties demanded his presence here. He now 
comes forward and declares that he is not pre- 
pared, and there is no ground for the pretense 
that there is any disposition on his part unneces- 
sarily and improperly to delay a decision upon 
the case. He thought, upon principle, and from 
analogy to proceedings in judicial tribunals, just- 
ice to the parties and to the people of the district 
from which they came, as well as an anxious 
wish on the part of the House to come to a cor- 
rect decision, ourht to induce them at once to 
give the time required for taking additional testi- 
mony. 


jut in resisting this application, which to him | 


seemed so reasonable, the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Vanperpoe.,} who had just ad- 
dressed the House, had cited some precedents to 
show that similar applications had been refused 


by former Congresses. The first case he referred | 


to was the contested election between Hungerford 
and Taliaferro, of Virginia; and from the reading 
of the case, it was very apparent that it bore no 
analogy to the one now before the House, and of 
course ought to have no bearing upon the ques- 
tion. The election in Virginia took place in April; 


notice shat the seat would be contested was given | 


io the sitting member in May, and the depositions 
were commenced in September. In the case now 


before the House, the election was held in August; | 


notice of the intention to contest was not given 
hy the petitioner till some time in September or 
October, and he did not commence the taking of 
his testimony till the 29th of the latter month, 
leaving only about one month for the inquiry after, 
and examination of, all the witnesses on both 
sides who were to be collected in that mountain- 
ous and very extensive district. As he said before, 


there was not the most distant analogy between | 


the two cases. [ut the gentleman from New 
York, to bear him out in his position, had cited 
the case of Moore and Letcher in the last Con- 
gress, 
member of the Committee of Elections, and one 
of the majority who reported on that case, This 
was a most unfortunate reference, and he (Mr. 


McK.) concurred entirely with the gentleman | 


from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] in deprecating 
the course pursued in that case, and in express- 
ing @ hope that neither this nor any future Con- 
gress should feel a disposition to consider it a 
binding precedent. What were the facts in that 
case? A majority of the committee, of whom the 
gentieman from New York was one, reported, 
aiter a very elaborate examination of the testi- 
mony, a resolution that Thomas P. Moore was 


The gentleman from New York was a. 
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| entitled to his seat, and the House came to a 
| conclusion that would have disgraced an illiterate 
| jury of the country. That conclusion was, that 


ants was elecied, that no election had been made, 
and that they should, therefore, go back to the 
people. 
was the fact, that the gentleman from New York, 
after having, with the Committee of Elections, 

declared that Mr. Moore was clearly entitled to 

his seat, united with the majority of the House 
|in the conclusion that the testimony was too 
_voluminous and the case too intricate for de- 
cision, and should, therefore, be sent back to the 
people. 

He hoped that such acase would not be setup 
as a precedent for future action, and particularly 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER here intimating that he was 
| taking too wide a range, 

Mr. McKENNAN said, he submitted to the 
correction of the Chair, and would pursue that 
case no further. 

3efore he sat down, however, he must be per- 
mitted to say, that it was with no little surprise 
and regret that he heard the gentleman from North 
Carolina|{Mr. Bynum] yesterday declare his opin- 
ion that the sitting member was not entitled to his 
| seat, although no opportunity has been afforded 
for the examination of the case. For hispart, he 
knew nothing of the merits of the controversy, 
and he wished to know nothing till the testimony 
was laid before the members, and he could have 


an opportunity of fairly and fully examining that | 
He would then endeavor to make | 
ecision on the questions presented as | 


testimony. 
such a d 
would satisfy his own conscience. 

| He concluded by expressing a hope that the 
proposition to anes the report the special order 


| for Wednesday next would not eo, and that | 
gence requested | 
by the sitting member to enable him to take fur- | 


the House would grant the indu 


ther testimony. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY here called for the orders | 


| of the day, the hour of one having arrived; but | 


_gave way to Mr. Granam, who asked leave to 
address the House; whereupon 
Mr. BOYD moved that the rules of the House 


be suspended, in order to proceed with the con- | 
| sideration of the subject; butthe motion was not || 


sustained—ayes 104, noes 67; not two thirds. 

| Mr. GRAHAM then, by leave of the House, 
_replied to the interrogatories of the gentleman 
| from New York, |Mr. Bearnstey.} The gentle- 


man had inquired if the sitting member was able | 
to answer whether he knew the names of the | 


| voters alleged to be illegal, or whether he had yet 


swer that he was able to put his finger on some- 


| Haywood county. He said the case of Hunger- 
| ford and Taliaferro was not a case in point. In 

the State of Virginia, the elections came on in 

April, and notice was given of the intention of 
one of the parties to contest the election in May; 
so that there was much more time in that case 
than in the present for the collection of testimony. 
In the State of Virginia, also, it was the practice 
for the petitioner to exhibit the names of the illegal 
voters, and the place at which they voted; but it 
| had not been so in hiscase. Whenever he called 
| on the petitioner to give the names, he received 
no answer, and was left in the dark; and in the 
Virginia case alluded to, it was almost within 
cannon shot of the Capitol, while his district was 
five hundred miles from it; one portion of it on 
the frontier of Georgia and South Carolina, and 
another on the frontier of Tennessee. He sin- 
cerely trusted that Congress would give him such 
time as might be necessary in bringing the evi- 
dence before them. 

Mr. BOYD inquired at what time the informa- 
tion reached the gentleman from North Carolina 
of the additional testimony in the case? 

Mr. GRAHAM replied that it was about the 
time that he was leaving home to come to take 
his seat in Congress, and he had instructed his 


agents to get the testimony as soon as it could be 
\| procured, 


ee 


1 
| 


it was impossible to say which of the two claim- || 


And what was still more extraordinary | 


to look for them? 'To that inquiry he had to an- | 


thing like ten, fifteen, or twenty illegal voters. | 
| Mr. G. here read over the names of several per- | 
| sons alleged to be illegal voters, and stated that | 
he wished to take the evidence of the sheriff of | 


February 27, 

Mr. BOYD inquired whether the testimony of 
'| the sheriff mentioned by the gentleman had not 
|| already been taken ? 

| Mr. GRAHAM said he was not aware that it 
|| had been taken; if it had, he had never seen it, 
1 Mr. BOYD said that it had been taken. 

Mr. GRAHAM replied that he had never been 
|| examined when he was present; but he had been 
| called from home for some time, and it might have 
|| been taken during that time. 


HARBOR OF PRESQUE ISLE. 
The CHAIR laid before the House a commu- 





1] 
|| nication from the Secretary of War, transmittin 

|, a report of the chief engineer, in reference to the 
|| harbor of Presque Isle; which was referred to 
|| the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
|| printed. 


| PRIVATE BILLS. 
| 


The following bills, reported from the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole yesterday, were ordered to 
| be engrossed and ak third time: 
| A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
| <A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 
| <A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlin, and 
| others, owners, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; and 
| A bill for the relief of Henry Darling. 
| The House took up the bill for the relief of 
| the heirs of James Latham, deceased, reported 
| with an amendment from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, opposed the 
amendment, and, in conclusion, submitted certain 
provisoes which he intended offering, if the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole should 
be negatived. 

Mr. MAY, in order to give time for a further 
examination of the subject, moved to postpone 
the bill and amendment until Friday next; which 
was agreed to. 

The House then, on motion by Mr. Wuirttte- 
sEY, resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Pauuuirs in the chair) upon the bills unacted 
on by the committee yesterday, and upon which 
leave was granted to sit again. 

After some time spent therein, the committee 
| rose, and reported the following bills without 
amendment; and the same were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time: 

A bill granting pangs and arrearage of pen- 
| sions to persons therein named; 
|| A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead; 

A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads and others; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 
Merrill; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

A bill for the relief of Wiliam Bowman; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 
| New York; 

A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; and 

A bill for the relief of Doxtator & Weaver. 

| The House again went into committee (Mr. 
Warpwe tt in the chair) on the following bills: 

1. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas Haliday; 

2. A bill for the relief of William Woodward 
and William Mitchell; 

3. A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Josias Thompson; 

4. A bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
others; 

5. A bill for the relief of Clark Allen; 

6. A bill for the’ relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 

7. A bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge 
and Alvariz Fisk; 

8. A bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Dr. Absalom Baird; 

9. A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 








| 
} 
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10. A bill for the relief of John Dement; 

11. A bill for the relief of Farish Carter, and 
the heirs of Charles Williamson; 
|| _ 12. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 
i! Tyler; 
|| 13. A bill for the relief of Thomas McClelland 
'! and James Smith; 
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14. A bill for the relief of David 

15. A bill for the relief of Jonathan Boone; 

16. A bill for the relief of James Caulfield; 

17. A bill for the relief of James Wiltbank; 

18. A bill for the relief of D. L. R. Orillion; and 

19. A bill for the relief of William Stannard 
and others. 

The committee rose and reported the Ist, 2d, 
3d, 4th, Sth, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, and 12th 
bills to the House—the 7th with an amendment; 
and the same were (with the exception of the 7th) 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Upon the residue of the bills referred, the com- 
mittee asked and obtained leave to sit again. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, February 29, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated the following letter 
from the Hon. Joun Tyrer, a Senator from the 
State of Virginia, which was read: 

Wasninotron, February 29, 1836. 


THE C 


Browning; |! 


Sir: I beg leave, through you, to inform the Senate that | 


I have, on this day, resigned into the hands of the General 


Assembly of Virginia, for reasons fuily made known to it, | 


my seatin the Senate of the United States as a Senator 
from tiiat State. This annunciation is now made, so as to 
enable the Senate, at its earliest pleasure, to fill such va- 


cancies on the several committees as may be created by my 


resignation. 

In taking leave of the body over which you preside, 1 
should be faithless to the feelings of my heart if [ did not 
frankly confess that | do so with no ordinary emotions. I 
look to the body itself as the representative of those fede- 
rative features of our system, to preserve which, unimpaired, 
has been the unceasing object of my public life. I separate 
from many with whom [ have been associated for years, 
and part with friends whose recollection I shall cherish to 
the close of my life. These are sacrifices which it gives 
me pain to make. Be pleased to assure the Senate that I 
carry with me into retirement sentiments of respect towards 
its members, and that, in bidding them adieu, 1 extend to 
each and all my best wishes for their health and happiness 
and long life. 

1 have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient servant, 

JOHN TYLER. 
Hon. M. Van Buren. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 15th instant, showing 


the effective force of the Army; which was ordered | 


to be printed. 


Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a chart of the topographical survey | 


and soundings of Bridgeport harbor, in complhi- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 11th 
instant. 


Also, a report from the Secretary of War, made | 


in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the 16th instant, together with the Journal of 
Colonel Dodge of his expedition into the Indian 
country. 

The report was read; and five hundred addi- 
tional copies were ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


Mr. WEBSTER presented the petition of B. | 


Adams and Co., and others, merchants of Boston, 
praying the remission of certain duties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of John C. Gerrish; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of | 


| 


William D. Cheevers; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 
Mr. LINN presented the following petitions: 
The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
praying for the establishment of a Rent route from 
ontiac, by way cf Shiawasse, Clinton county 
site, the mouth of Looking Glass river, &c., to 
the rapids of Grand river; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The petition of Peter Moore, praying for a pre- 
emption right to a tract of land; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. — 
The petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
praying for the construction of a light-house at 
the mouth of Saginaw river, and for the removal 
of obstructions to the navigation of Shiawasse 


and Maple rivers; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce. 


| 
| 


} 


The petition of sundry citizens of Michigan, | 


praying 


for a road from Monroe, Monroe county, | 
Smooth Rock, to Dearbonville, in Wayne | 





county; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

The petition of Doctor Thomas B. Clark, pray- 
ing for confirmation of title to a tract of land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 
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virtually committed, without further question. 
The Chair felt bound to conform to the order of 
the House, and therefore decided that the instruc- 
tions moved were not in order. From that de- 


| cision an appeal had been taken; and the question 


Mr. BLACK presented the petition of Thomas | 


Mullens; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition of the 
widow of Isaac Angell; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. KENT presented the petition of Robert P. 
Brown and others, merehants of Baltimore, pray- 
ing that brown linens may be placed on the same 


was, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House ?’’ 
Mr. LAWLER modified the form of his in- 


| structions, requiring the scleet committee to report 


footing, as respects duty, as bleached linens; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece. ‘ 

Mr. ‘TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
sundry ship-owners and masters of vessels nav- 
igating Lone Island Sound, praying that an 
appropriation may be made for the improvement 
of the harbors of Black Rock; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Eliz- | 


abeth Cleveland; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials || 


from sundry citizens of New Jersey, praying for 
an appropriation for building a light-house on 
the sea-coast of New Jersey; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE VIRGINIA. 
Mr. LEIGH presented resolutions from the 
Legislature of the State of Virginia, in relation 


, to the abolition of slavery, in substance as fol- | 


lows: 

i, 
lation by her co-States to restrain and punish 
those citizens engaged in printing, publishing, 
and circulating, through the mail or otherwise, 
| seditious and incendiary publications. 

2. That non-slaveholding States of the Union 
be requested to adopt penal enactments, to sup- 
press all associations within their limits purport- 


| ing to have the character of abolition societies, | 


and to make it highly penal to print, publish, or 
distribute newspapers and pamphlets to further 
their views. 

3. That they have seen, with satisfaction, the 
| expressions of opinions of their northern brethren, 
| condemning the conduct and motives of the Abo- 
| litionists among them. 

4. ‘That Congress has no constitutional power 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
, or Territories of the United States. 
| 5. That they would regard an act of Congress 
| for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
, lumbia as bringing the Union into imminent peril. 
6. That it would be highly expedient for slave- 
holding States to enact laws to suppress and pre- 
vent the circulation of incendiary publications. 

7. Requiring the Executive of Virginia to trans- 
mit copies of the above to their Senators and Rep- 
| resentatives in Congress from that State, and to the 
| Executives of each of the other States, to lay them 

before their Legislatures. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 
| The memorial of the Society of Friends of Lan- 
caster county, Pennsylvania, praying for the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia, was 
| taken upas the order of the day, the question being 
, on the reception of the petition. 

On this question a debate ensued, in which 
| Messrs. WALL, BLACK, KING of Georgia, 
, and PORTER, took part; but without coming to 
| a decision, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, February 29, 1836. 

The unfinished business of the last petition day, 
_ being an appeal taken by Mr. Lawzer from the 
decision of the Chair in reference to instructions 
moved by the former to the select committee on the 
Sa of the abolition of slavery, was taken up. 
he CHAIR stated the question. Under the 

' decision of the House, the Chair was of opinion 
that, upon the presentation of an abolition petition, 
tt was, under the resolution of Mr. Piscuney, 


**that there was no power granted by the Consti- 
tution to Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.”’ 

The CHAIR decided that, under the order of 
the House, the modified instructions were also 
out of order, 

"rom this decision Mr. Lawier appealed. 

The decision of the Chair was opposed by 
Messrs. LAWLER and W. B. SHEPARD, and 
advocated by Messrs. MERCER, VINTON, 
BRIGGS, and PATTON; when Mr. Law ier 
withdrew his appeal. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call for petitions 
and memorials, commencing with Massachusetts. 

Petitions and memorials were accordingly pre- 
sented by Messrs. ADAMS, LINCOLN, GRIN- 
NELL, LAWRENCE, BORDEN, and JACK- 
SON, of Massachusetts, 

The hour of one having arrived, on motion by 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, the special orders were 
|| postponed for the purpose of calling the remain- 
der of the States for petitions. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


That she claims prompt and efficient legis- || 


Petitions and memorials were further presented 
by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

“Messrs. TOUCEY, PHELPS, INGHAM and 
JUDSON, of Connecticut; 

{Mr. Jepson presented the following petitions: 
| Daniel Dewey, referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims; White and Pomeroy, referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; Pamelia Chase and others, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Abolition of Slavery; 
Arba Covil and others, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Abolition of Slavery. 

Mr. J. offered a resolution to establish a mail 
route from Southbridge to Cepachet; which was 


| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


| 
| 


i 


Post Roads, 
Mr. Ineuam presented a memorial praying for 


I an appropriation for the purpose of erecting spin- 
| dles, and placing buoys on certain rocks, in the 
harbors of Greenwich, in the State of Connecti- 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


| 
' 


| 


| masters of vessels on Lake Ontario, for a harbor 


| cut, and Sawpits, in the State of New York.]} 


Mr. JANES of Vermont; 

Messrs. WARDWELL, P. C. FULLER, 
CHAPIN, CRAMER, LAY, MOORE, GRAN- 
GER, G. LEE, HUNT, LOVE, LANSING, 
MANN, PAGE, McKEON, CAMBRELENG, 
RUSSELL, TERRILL, DOUBLEDA Y, TAY- 
LOR, LEONARD, VANDERPOEL, HARD, 
HAZELTINE, WARD, SICKLES, GILLET, 


| HUNTINGTON, REYNOLDS, and FARLIN, 
| of New York; 


[Mr. Turrit presented the petition of a large 
number of inhabitants in the city and county of 
Schenectady, New York, praying for an appro- 
priation to construct a ship canal around the falls 
of Niagara: the petition of the heirs of Captain 
Nathaniel Adams, for services during the revolu- 
tionary war; the petition of the inhabitants of the 
village of Oswego, being shipowners and for- 
warding merchants, asking for an ap ropriation 
to construct a harbor at the mouth TP Eehteen- 
mile creek, on Lake Ontario; the petition of the 


|at the mouth of Eighteen-mile creek; the peti- 


| tion of inhabitants of the Wisconsin Territory, 


relative to potny tee rights; also the petition 
of inhabitants of Lockport, being merchants and 
several petitions for a harbor at the mouth of Sal- 
mon river, on Lake Ontario;also of Job Robinson, 
| Mr. Capi presented a petition of certain cit- 
| izens of Wayne county, New York, asking an 
on Lake Ontario; also, a petition for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Little Sodus bay, on 





| 

| traders of that place, asking for an appropriation 

| to constructa harbor at Eighteen-mile creek; also 
asking compensation for property destroyed by 
the British during the last war. 
appropriation for the removal of the bar, and the 
construction of piers, at the entrance of Port Bay, 
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Lake Ontario; also, a petition of the wife and 
children of David Beard, of Buffalo, New York, 

raying that the bill granting relief to David 
Beord be so framed as to secure the benefits of 
such relief to his family; also, documentary evi- 
dence relating to the es of the heirs of Silas 
Drew, deceased; and, also, two petitions asking 
an appropriation to improve the harbor at the 
mouth of Oak Orchard creek. 

Mr. Pace presented a petition asking an ap- 
propriation to improve the channel of the Maumee 
river at its oe) 

Mr. GRANGER presented a petition for the 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia; 
and was proceeding to comment upon the char- 
acter of the petitioners, when 

The SPEAKER said it was not strictly in 
order, if it was an abolition petition, to discuss 
the character of the petitioners. 

Mr. GRANGER further proceeded. 

Mr. CHAPIN called him to order. 

Mr. WISE inquired whether it was not in 
order for a member to speak of the character of 
the petitioners on presenting a memorial? 

The SPEAKER said it was not strictly in or- 
der, as all abolition petitions were to be referred 
without debate, under the resolution adopted by 
the House, and the standing rule admitted only 


of a brief statement of the contents of the petition | 


on the presentation thereof. 


The —— was then received and referred, || 


under the resolution. 

Messrs. PARKER and DICKERSON, of New 
Jersey. 

Messrs. GALBRAITH, HEISTER, POTTS, 
McKENNAN, HARPER, BANKS, MORRIS, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


CHAMBERS, BEAUMONT, INGERSOLL, | 


HARRISON, MILLER, CLARK, SUTHER- 


LAND, FRY, KLINGENSMITH, and HUB- |) Mr. WISE rose, and wasabout addressing the 


LEY, of Pennsylvania. 


[Mr. Beaumont a the petition of the | 
arvey, deceased; which was | 


heirs of Benjamin I 


referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


Mr. Crank presented the memorial of a public | 


meeting of sundry citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, held at Harrisburg, praying Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for the purpose 
of removing to the coast of Africa free negroes 
and manumitted slaves; and that if, in the opinion 
of Congress, the Constitution should not author- 
ize the appropriation, such measures may be taken 
to procure an amendment of that instrument as 
may be calculated to insure the objects of the me- 
morialists, 

Mr. Ciark moved that the memorial be referred 
to a select committee, and printed. 

Mr. Patron moved to lay the memorial on 
the table, together with the motion to print and 
commit. 

Mr. Crark called for the reading of the me- 
morial, which was done. 

A debate being likely to arise upon the memo- 
rial, it was, under the rule, laid over to Monday 
next. } 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. PIERCE, JENIFER, HOWARD, 
and McKIM, cf Maryland; and 

Messrs. MORGAN and PATTON, of Virginia. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. PATTON submitted certain resolutions 
of the Legislature of Virginia on the subject of 
abolition, which he moved be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with the 
following instructions: 


That the resolutions be referred to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia, with instructions to report forth- 
with the resolutions: 


1. Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power 
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the 
Territories of the United States. 


2. Resolved, That any act of Congress, having for its 
object the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
or the Territories of the United States, ought to be regarded 
as affording great cause of alarm to the slaveholding States, 
and bringing the Union into imminent peril. 

The CHAIR decided that the instructions were 
not in order, and that the resolutions of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature, under the order of the House, 
must go to the select committee raised upon the 
resolution of Mr. Pinckney. f2 

Mr. PATTON appealed from the decision of 














further in ao dent as applying to the Ter- 
| ritories of the United States, than the resolution 


the Distret of Columbia and the States. Mr. P. 
| also contended that the decision of the House in 


| apply to the instructions moved by himself, for 
| the same reason that the object was not the same. 

Mr. WISE also i the decision of the 
Chair in this instance, admitting it to be correct 
| under the order of the House and the decision 





of the House on Tuesday last, on which the | 
Chair’s decision was founded; and appealed to 


the House to reverse that vote, by which the 
Chair considered itself imperatively governed. 


Chair for remarks not pertinent to the question 
_ of order then before the House; upon the last of 
| which oceasions, 

| Mr. WISE said that the Chair, in calling him 


to order, merely expressed his opinion. Enter- || 


| taining a different opinion, he (Mr. W.) should 


continue the course of his remarks, unless the || 
Chair should appeal to the House to decide be- | 


tween them. 


whether he should proceed, as intimated. 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, moved that leave be 
rranted to Mr. W. to proceed, 


Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, asked for the | 


yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
|” Mr. WISE.appealed from the decision of the 
| Chair, that he (Mr. W.) was out of order. 
| ‘The SPEAKER said that the latter appeal must 
be decided without debate. 


Chair, but was called to order by various mem- 
_bers. He continued in his position until he had 
| announced his determination to withdraw his ap- 
|| peal from the decision of the Chair. 
|| The CHAIR. The decision of the Chair is 
| then acquiesced in by the member from Virginia, 
| and the question to be determined is the motion 
to permit the gentleman to proceed. 

he question was taken by yeas and nays, as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bell, Borden, Bouldin, 
| Bunch, John Cathoon, Campbell, Carter, John Chambers, 
| Craig, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Dickson, Dromgoole, 
| Evans, Everett, Forester, French, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
land, Glascock, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hannegan, Hard, 
| Hardin, Harlan, Albert G. Harrison, Hazeltine, Holsey, 
| Howell, Ingersoll, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Luke 





Lea, Love, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Mc- 
| Carty, McComas, MeKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
| Morgan, Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pey- 
| ton, Pickens, Pinckney, Reed, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
William B. Shepard, Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, 
Storer, ‘Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, 
White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—78. 


| NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, | 
| Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Boyd, | 


Briggs, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, George 
| Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Connor, Cramer, Crane, Cush- 
; man, Davis, Dickerson, Fairfield, Parlin, Fry, PhiloC. Ful- 

ler,Galbraith, Gillet, Grantiand, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
| Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawkins, Henderson, Hoar, Howard, 

Hubley, Huntington, fngham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, 

Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Jud- 


son, Kennon, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, } 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, ‘Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, 


| 
| 
Logan, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, 


Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, May, McKeon, McKin, |! 


| MecLene, Miller, Montgomery, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
| Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, John Reynolds, 
| Sehenck, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Taylor, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, 
Webster, Weeks, and Whittlesey—1009. 

| So the House determined that Mc. Wise should 
| not be permitted to proceed. : 

| Mr. HOLSEY addressed the House in opposi- 
| tion to the decision of the Chair; but, before he 
| concluded, he gave way to ; 

Mr. FRENCH, who, in order to give an oppor- 
| tunity of calling the remainder of the States for 


, and the questions connected with it until Monday 
next, 

| Mr. PATTON proposed to-morrow; and, also, 
| that it be made the special order of that day. 

| Mr. FRENCH had no objection to the latter 
| motion. 

| Messrs. CAMBRELENG and LANE simulta- 
| neously moved to postpone the subject to Monday 


the Chair, on the ground that the instructions || next. 


GLOBE. 


| submitted by him were not identical, and went | Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, moved to 


of Mr. Pinceney, which was limited in its oper- || 
ation to the subject of the abolition of slavery in | 


reference to Mr. Pinckney’s resolution did not | 


Mr. W. was several times called to order by the | 


|| The CHAIR said the gentleman must resume | 
his seat, and it was for the House to decide 


|" petitions, moved to postpone the point of order | 





|| postpone uatil the Ist of July. 
|| Mr. PATTON called for the yeas and nays on 
' the latter motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew his motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone until Monday next; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. PINCKNEY inquired, what would be the 
effect of the previous question ? 

The CHAIR said the question would be on 
the appeal from the decision of the Speaker, 

Mr. PINCKNEY then moved the previous 
question; which was seconded—ayes 93, noes 
| 65. 

Mr. EVANS moved an adjournment. Lost. 

Mr. PATTON asked for the yeas and nays on 
the previous question; which were ordered, and 
were as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Ashley, 
Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Boon, Borden, 
Boyd, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapin, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushman, 
Darlington, Davis, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, 
Fairfield, Parlin, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Grantland, Haley, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Harper, Albert 
G. Harrison, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
derson, Heister, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, 
| Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Leonard, Logan, Love, Lucas, 

Abijah Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
Sampson Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miller, 
| Montgomery, Moore, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Pinckney, John Reynolds, 
Schenck, Shinn, Sloane, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, 
John Thomson, Toucey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Ward- 
well, Webster, Weeks, and Sherrod Williams—110. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Bailey, Bond, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Bunch, John Cathoon, William B. Calhoun, Camp- 
bell, Carter, John Chambers, Chapman, Claiborne, Corwin, 
| Cushing, Deberry, Dickson, Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, 
| Forester, French, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, 
| Granger, Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hardm, 

Hazeltine, Hoar, Holsey, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, 

Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, 
, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, McCarty, 

McComas, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morgan, 
| Morris, Patton, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 

Pickens, Potts, Reed, Roane, Robertsen, Russell, William 
B. Shepard, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Talia- 
ferro, Waddy Thompson, Towns, Underwood, Vinton, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Wise—76. 

So the House determined that the main ques- 
|| tion be now put. vi 
‘|| ‘The question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
| stand as the judgment of the House?”’ was then 
| propounded. 
| Mr. PATTON called for the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment; which was negatived. 

| The question was then taken on the appeal 
| from the decision of the Chair, by yeas and nays, 
| as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 

i| Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beale, Bean, Beards- 

ley, Beaumont, Bond, Boon, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, 
|, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
| Chapin, Clark, Cleveland, Coles, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
| Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, 
| Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Evans, 
| Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, 
| Gillet, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, 
|| Hamer, Hannegan, Harlin, Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, 

Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Hender- 
son, Hiester, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Huntington, 
, Huntsman, ingerson, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jar 
|| vis, Jenifer, Cave Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
| Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin 
|| nard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon 
| Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Lucas, Abijah Mann, 
|| Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, 
|| May, McCarty, McKay, ‘McKennon, McKeon, McKim, 
|, MeLene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 

Morgan, Morris, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, 
|| Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Pinckney, Potts, Reed, John 
|, Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Schenck, Shimn, Sloane, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, ‘Tou- 
|| cey, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Web- 
{| met, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams— 
|| 143. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bouldin, Bunch, John Calhoon, Camp- 
|} bell, Carter, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel H. 
|| Claiborne, Conner, Dickson, Dromgoole, Freneh, James 
'| Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Graves, Griffin, ‘Hardin, 
|| Holsey, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Luke Lea, Loyall, Lyon, 
|| John ¥. Mason, Maury, McComas, Patton, James A. 
|| Pearee, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pickins, Robertson, William B. 
Shepard, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
|| Thompson, and Wise—40. 

So the House sustained the decision of the Chair, 
and consequently determined that the motion of 
Mr. Parron to refer the resolutions of the Le- 


gislature of Virginia, on the subject of abolition, 
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1836. 








to the Committee on the District of Columbia, | 
with instructions, was not in order, and that they || 
must be referred to the committee raised under || 
the resolution of Mr. Pinckney, conformably to | 
a decision made by the House on the same sub- 
ject on Tuesday last. 

Mr. PATTON asked the permission of the | 
House to withdraw the resolutions. 

Mr. MASON of Virginia, asked the unanimous 
consentof the House tosubmit a motion that those 
resolutions take the usual course of such commu- 
nications, by being laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. ADAMS objected, on the ground that such 
a disposition of these papers would counteract the 
decision of the House referring all matters on the 
subject of the abolition of slavery to the select 





if the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Parton] 
could withdraw the papers? 

The CHAIR nea that if the objection was 
persisted in, the gentleman could not of right 
withdraw the resolutions. 


Mr. PATTON then moved to suspend the || 


rules, to enable him to submit the motion to lay | 
on the table and print. 

Pending this question, on motion by Mr. | 
BRIGGS, the House, at five o’clock, p. m. ad- | 


journed. | 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 1, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, by Mr. Done son his Private | 
Secretary, transmitting a report from the Secre- | 
tary of State, correcting an error recently made 
in the report relative to claims under the French | 
treaty, rejected by the Board of Commissioners. | 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the | 
Treasury Department, made in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, adopted two or three 
years since, containing information collected by 
the Department relative to the improvement of 
steam boilers, and the means of preventing their | 
bursting; 

Also, a report from the same Department, in 
answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 24th 
ultimo, inquiring what was the balance in the 
Treasury on the last day on which that balance 
was ascertained. The report shows that the 
balance, so far as ascertained, was, on the 20th 
September last, $17,885,824; on the 31st Decem- 
ber last, $25,731,152; and on the 22d ulttimo, 
$27,907,478. 

On motion by Mr. EWING of Ohio, the last- | 
mentioned report was ordered to be printed. 


| he was a member, in reporting this bill, yet from 


| to 


| the law establishing the Territory of Michigan 


| 


|| morrow as 





PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
the heirs of Samuel W. Key; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of a num- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOSE. 


Mr. EWING moved that five thousand addi- || 
tional copies of the report be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BUCHANAWN said, that although he con- || 
curred with the Judiciary Committee, of which || 


one point of the reasoning contained in the report 


_ he felt it to be his duty to express his dissent. He || 


thought it expedient, under all the circumstances, 
ive the territory in dispute to the State of 
Ohio, and indemnify Michigan for its loss by 
ceding to her a portion of the vast Territory of 
Wisconsin. He did not believe, with a majority 
of the committee, that the proviso added to the 


| constitution of Ohio, and the subsequent action 
ct || of Congress in admitting that State into the Union, 
committee thereon; and he inquired of the Chair || 


gave to Ohio any claim, as a matter of right, 


_ whether legal or equitable, to demand from Con- 


gress the territory in dispute, any more than that 


ree to that State any such right. He held it to 
ye altogether a question of expediency on both 
sides, in which no right whatever was involved. 
| Mr. CLAYTON said, that the report did not || 
profess to ex 
committee. Every member of it, however, be- 
lieves that Congress possessed the right to pass the 
bill, and concurs in the expediency of the meas- 
ure. 

The printing of the extra copies of the report 
was then ordered. 

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 

which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of converting the 
arsenal at St. Louis, Missouri, into an arsenal of construc- 
tion. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


| 

| Mr. ROBINSON gave notice that he would to- 
k leave to introduce a bill for the relief | 
|| of Henry Hall. \] 


EAST FLORIDA RAILROAD COMPANY. | 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
to authorize the East Florida Railroad Company 
to locate their road through the territory of the 
| United States, was taken up; and after some re- 
marks from Messrs. DAVIS, KING, and HEN- 
DRICKS, the bill was laid on the table. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the petition of the Society of Friends of Lancas- 
ter, Pennsylvania, for the abolishment of slavery 
in the District of Columbia. 

| Messrs. PREN'TISSand PRESTON addressed 

| the Senate on the subject at considerable length; 

after which, on motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, 
The Senate adjourned. 


| 
| 
| 
| 








ber of citizens of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a post route from 
onesdale, Pennsylvania, to Goshen, New York; 
which was referre 
Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. CALHOUN presented the petition of James 
Nicholson, of Charleston; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 
Mr. MORRIS presented certain resolutions of 


the Legislature of Ohio, on the subject of our late | 


differences with France. 


Mr. M. observed, that although these difficulties 


had been amicably adjusted, it was a consolatory 
reflection, censured as the Executive had been 
for his conduct with regard to them, to find that 
his course had been approved of by a vast majority 
of the people. It was due to the President, dye 
to the State he represented, and due to the country, 
that these resolutions should form a portion of its 
history. He therefore moved that the resolutions 
be read, printed, and laid on the table, which 
motion was adopted. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to which had been referred the bill to | 


settle and establish the northern boundary line of 
Qhio, and a joint resolution on the same subject, 
made a report thereon; which was read and 
ordered to be printed. 





to the Committee on the Post || 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 1, 1836. 


Pending the reading of the Journal yesterday, 
Mr. PEYTON moved to amend the same by 
adding to the motion of Mr. Mason, of Virginia, 
that Mr. Wise ‘‘ be permitted to proceed in his 


} 
| 


| 


|| ** in order.” 
| in his seat, some conversation took place between 
|| HOON, DROMGOOLE, BYNUM, 
MERCER, ASHLEY, BOON, MILLER, and 
HOAR, as to the terms of the motion of Mr. MA- 
SON; when 8 
Mr. MASON, of Virginia, (having taken his 
motion was that his colleague ‘* be permitted to 
amentary form; and he supposed that his col- 
league would of ee , Subject to the re- 
straints and rul-s of order adopted by the House. 


| 


amend the Journal in this particular, and 


( artic proposed 
to strike out the words, ‘‘ in his speech, 


> so as to 





i stated by that gentleman; which, after some 





’ agreed to. 


| the instructions was not in order, 


. the unanimous opinions of the ‘| the oes involved the same principles before 


| acte 


| speech,” (after being called to order,) the words | 


the CHAIR and Messrs. PEYTON, J. CAL- || 
BELL, | 


seat in the House,) rose and remarked, that his | 


proce *”? This he conceived to be the usual par- | 
i 


Mr. PEYTON then withdrew his motion to || 


make it conform to the motion of Mr. Mason, as | 


| further remarks by Messrs. PARKER, PEY- | 
|, TON, ADAMS, and MANN of New York, was | 





Se _#i8 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of calling for petitions from the 


|, States not called yesterday; which was agreed to, 


Petitions and memorials were then presented 
by Messrs. COLES, JOHNSON, LUCAS, and 
WISE of Virginia. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. WISE presented a memorial from an indi- 
vidual named John A. Smith, wh» represented 
himself to be a resident of the Districi of Colum- 
bia, protesting against the course of the northern 
Abolitionists in a legal and constitutional argu- 
ment of some length, and insisting that all aboli- 
tion petitions should be forthwith rejected. 

Mr. W. moved that this paper be referred to 
the select committee raised on the subject, with 
instructions to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Congress has no constitutional power to 


| abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the Terri- 
| tories of the United States. 


The CHAIR decided that, on the construction 


| given by the House to its own order, the motion 


of the gentleman from Virginia ja reference to 
He considered 


d upon by the House. 

Mr. WISE took an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, on the ground that the resolution of 
Mr. Pinckney embraced ‘every paper,” and 
Mr. W.’s motion being written, was embraced 
in that order. It was as much a * paper’’ as 


| the resolutions and acts of the Virginia Legisla- 


ture; and he contended that everything within 
the vortex of abolition must go to the select 
committee on that subject. He called upon the 


| House to act consistently, and not to send one 


set of papers to that committee, and refuse to send 
another. If the House did refuse to send these 
instructions, it would act inconsistently. 

Mr. W. assured the House that the memorial 
was a bona fide one, and that he had been re- 
quested, in a letter from the memorialist, whom 
| he knew not, to present it. Mr. W, then read 
| the letter. 
| Mr. LANE said that something like six weeks 
| had been expended in the presentation and con- 

sideration of memorials and resolutions on the 
| subject of abolition from the North, to the entire 
'exclusion of all petitions and memorials from 
| the western States and Territories. Having, after 
| this protracted period, passed Mason and Dixon's 
| line, it was fondly hoped no further delay would 
have occurred from this all exciting subject. In 
| this it seems we are mistaken. The firebrands 
of abolition seem to thicken around us from the 


|| South, and threaten equal, if not more, delay. 


| To avert this storm, and to enable the people of 
| the West to be heard in this House, ke would 
| move the previous question. 
| The previous question was seconded. 

ry . ° ' 

ellers being appointed, there were—ayes 98, 


| noes 63. 


The main question was then ordered to be put 


‘| without a count; and, on Mr. Wise’s motion, 


| the memorial, resolution, &c., were read at length 

from the Clerk’s table. 
Mr. CHAPIN then asked for the yeas and 
nays on the main question; which were ordered. 
he main question, ‘* Shall the decision of the 


ss a : . || Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 
| Mr. MASON, of Virginia, not being at the time 


|| was about to be propounded; when 

| Mr. ASHLEY asked if the motion to lay the 
memorial and the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia on the table would be in order? 

The CHAIR, after a few words from Messrs. 
CRAIG, WISE, and ADAMS, decided that, 
|| under the order of the House, viz: the adoption 
of Mr. Pinckney’s resolution, the motion would 
|| not be in order. 

The main question was then taken; and the 
vote was—yeas 163, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Chilton Allan, Heman Alien, Anthony, 
Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bovee, Boyd, 
Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
| Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chapin, Childs, Clark, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coies, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, 
Crane, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, 





Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, 
Evans, Everett, Fairfield, ‘arlin, French, Fry, Philo C. 


Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, Grant- 
land ,Graves,Grennell, Hley, Joseph Hall, Hitand Hall, Ha- 
mer, Hard, Hardin, Ha 1, Aibert G. Harrison, Hawkina, 
‘| Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Hoisey, Hop- 
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kins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, William Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jar- 
vis, Jenifer, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Lucas, Abijah 
Mann, Job Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson 
Mason, May, MeCarty, McKennan, McKeon, Mckim, 
MeLene, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Muhienberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Potts, Reed, Reacher, 
John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Russell, Schenck, 
Seymour, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, 
Smith, Spangler, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Toucey,Turrill, Underwood, \ anderpoe!, Vinton, 
Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod 
Williams — 163, 

NAYS—Mesers. Adams, Bell, Bunch, John Calhoon, 
William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Join Chambers, 
Nathaniel H. Ciaiborne, James Garland, Rice Garland, 
Glascock Graham,Grayson Gain, Hannegan, Henry John- 
eon, Lawler, Luke Lea, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, Joon Y. Ma 
eon, Maury, WeComas, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phillips, Pickens, Robertson, William B. Shepard, Stande 
fer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Towns, White, and 
Wise—s. 


So the House determined that the decision of 
the Chair shal) stand as the judgment of the 
House; and the memorial was consequently re- 
ferred to the select committee on the subject of 
abolition, but without the instructions. 


VIRGINIA RESOLUTIONS ON SLAVERY. 


Mr. WISE thon rose to present certain joint 
resolutions on the Legislature of Virginia on the 
subject of the abolition of slavery, and was pro- 
ceeding to read them, when 

Mr. BROWN rose to a question of order. He 
desired to know whether the rules of the House 
had not been suspended merely for the purpose of 
presenting memorials ae oe titions, and whether 
those resolutions came under that character? 

The CHAIR replied that it had always been 
usual to present jount resolutions of State Legis- 
latures when the States were called for petitions 
and memorials, and under that rule these resolu- 
tions were in order. 


Mr. PARKS begged to inquire of the gentle- 


1! 
' 


'LAN, ALLAN, FRENCH, and WHITE, of 


man from Virginia whether a similar paper had | 


not been presented by another member from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Parron] yesterday? And, if it were 
the same, he would inquire of the Chair if it was 
in order to present the same paper twice? 

The CHAIR replied that it was not in his 
power to say whether those resolutions were the 
same or not, until they were sent to the Chair for 
examination. 

Mr. WISE replied that the gentleman from 
Maine could not make that point of order ual 
he knew whether the paper was the same or not, 
but he would auswer the geutleman’s Inquiry by 
reading the paper itself. 

Mr. W. then proceeded with the reading of the 
resolutions; and, on concluding, remarked that he 
had done his duty by submitting them to the 
House, but he should not present them to be 
carried to the select committee. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. GARLAND, CLAIBORNE, ROBERT- 
SON, TALIAFERRO, MERCER, and MOR- 
GAN, of Virginia. 

{Mr. Garvanp, of Virginia, presented the fol- 
lowing petitions: of the widowand surviving heirs 
of Lieutenant William Lewis, for compensation 


for revolutionary services; of the heirs of Quar- | 
termaster John Moore, for compensation for revo- | 


lutionary services; of the heirs of Colonel Charles 
Lewis, for compensation for revolutionary ser- 


vices; of sundry citizens of Albemarle and Flu- | 


vanna counties, in the State of Virginia, for the 
establishment of a mail route from Columbia to 
Lynchburg, on a prescribed line.] 

Messrs. CONNER, McKAY, BYNUM, and 
MONTGOMERY, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. GRIFFLN and THOMPSON, of South 
Carolina; 

Messrs. GRANTLAND, TOWNES, JACK- 
SON, and CLEVELAND, of Georgia. 

{[Mr. Crevetanp presented the petition of 
James Wood, of Heard county, Georgia, heir and 
administrator upon the estate of Captain Edward 
Wood, iodeuuaal. praying compensation for revo- 
lutionary services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. } 


Messrs. JOHNSON, CHAMBERS, HAR- |, 


TH 


Kentucky. 

{On motion by Mr. Haruan, the petition of 
William McBride, on the files of the House, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Messrs. DUNLAP,CARTER, HUNTSMAN, 
SHIELDS, and the SPEAKER, of Tennessee. 


[Mr. Duntap gave notice that on Thursday | 
weck he should ask leave of the House to resolve | 


itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 


to amend the act to authorize the State of Ten- | 


nessee to issue grants for certain land, &c. 
Messrs. VINTON, BOND, HAMER, PAT- 
TERSON, SLOANE, THOMSON, STORER, 


WHITTLESEY, JONES, SPANGLER, KIL- | 
GORE, CRANE, WEBSTER, McLENE, MA- || 


SON, KENNON, and CORWIN, of Ohio. 


{Mr. Parrerson presented six petitions from | 


the citizens of Huron and Richland counties, 


praying for the construction of the harbor of Ver- | 


milion, in the State of Ohio; also, a petitioh for 
a post route from Norwalk, in Huron county, to 
Runners, in Richland county, Ohio, 


Mr. Tuomson, of Ohio, said he had been 


| charged with the presentation to this House of 
| petitions of sundry inhabitants of the State of 
| Ohio, praying for the abolition of slavery and the 


slave trade in the District of Columbia, and signed 


by about seven hundred menand about three hun- 
dred ladies, as appears by the names; which peti- | 


tions he moved might be referred to the select 
committee raised by the House on that subject. 
Mr. SpanGier presented the following memo- 


| rials: of Levi Chadwick, a soldier of the Rev- 


olution, for a land warrant; of Robert Fulton, for 


| the allowance of a claim; of citizens of Ohio, for 


a post route from Fairview, in Guernsey county, 
to Eastport, in' Tuscarawas county; of citizens of 
Ohio, for a post route from Cadiz, in Harrison 
county, to Millersburgh, in Holmes county; of 
citizens of Ohio, for a post route from Chester- 
ville, in Knox county, to Johnsville, in Richland 
county; of citizens of Knox county, Ohio, for an 
appropriation’ of money for the erection of a 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling; of citi- 
zens of ‘Tuscarawas county, Ohio, for the aboli- 
tion of slavery and the slave trade in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. Wessrer presented petitions of sundry 
citizens, praying a change in the national road 
between Springfield, Ohio, and Richmond, Indi- 
ana, with the proceedings of several public meet- 
ings; which were laid on the table with the bill 
on that subject. 

He said he held in his hand a petition signed 
by a number of very respectable citizens, on the 
subject which had produced so much agitation in 
this House. The object of the petitioners he 
could not better state, than by reading a brief para- 
graph from the petition: “That your petitioners 
would take no measures for the abolition of 
slavery which are not reasonable, and sanctioned 
both by the Constitution of our country and the 


dictates of an enlightened humanity. They do 
not, therefore, ask your honorable body to inter- 


fere with the laws which in the several States go 
to establish and regulate property in human be- 
ings; but as Congress has the exclusive power of 
legislation in and over the District of Columbia, 
they ask for the exercise of that power totally to 
abolish slavery within said District.’? He said 
the petition contained another proposition—the 
abolition of the slave trade. ‘* To such a magni- 
tude,’’say the petitioners, ‘thas this trade grown 
under the exclusive legislation of Congress, that, 
if the citizens of the District themselves are to be 
believed, the capital of our republic is one of the 
greatest slave marts in the world.”’ 

Messrs. JOHNSON and GARLAND, of Lou- 


isiana; 


Messrs. DAVIS, HANNEGAN,McCARTY, | 


BOON, CARR, LANE, and KINNARD, of 
Indiana. 

[Mr. Davis presented the petition of William 
Purcell, of Vineeanes, for horses lost in the late 
war; also, the petition of sundry citizens, praying 
the establishment of a post route from Blooming- 
ton to Merom, Indiana, in a direction to Vandalia, 
Illinois; also, the joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Indiana, relative to certain unreclaimed 
land on the Wabash river, below Vincennes; 
also, the petition of sundry citizens, praying the 
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| establishment of a post route from Washington 
|| to Emison’s Mills, lediiae. 
Mr. McCarry presented a memorial from the 

General Assembly of the State of Indiana, asking 
|| a grant of a strip of the public lands along the line 
'| ofa contemplated turnpike road from Fort Wayne 
to Richmond. 

Mr. McC, also presented a memorial from the 
same Legislature, asking permission on the part 
_ of the State to enter, at a reduced price, a portion 
of the public lands along the line of a railroad 
from a point where the Whitewater canal crosses 
the Cumberland road, by way of Newcastle and 
Munceytown, to Fort Wayne. 

Mr. McC. also presented the petition of Ben- 
jamin Sayer; praying indemnity for work done 
| in the building a bridge on the Cumberland road 
in Indiana; and also the petition of Chening 
Madson, praying, in like manner, to be indem- 
nified for work done by him in the construction 
of a bridge on the Cumberland road. 

Mr. Lave presented the petition of J. Thrasu, 
praying for a pension; the petition of Mr. Leop, 
| a revolutionary soldier, praying to be placed on 
the pension roll; the petition of Albert Vander- 
veer, of Wayne county, New York, a revolu- 
| tionary soldier, praying for a pension; the me- 
morial of the General Assembly of Indiana, pray- 
ing relief for Margaret Nation, an aged and in- 
firm woman, having a large family of deaf and 
dumb children; a petition for a post route from 
| Brookville to Versailles, via Sumner; and one 
| from Napoleon, via Aurora, to Bowlington, Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. Kinnarp presented the claims of John 
Brewer, William Jacobs, John J. Smoek, John 
C. Jacobs, Robert Farnsworth, Elzey Matthews, 
Hance Sturgeon, and John L. Dunn, for com- 
pensation for horses and other property unavoid- 
ably lost by them in an expedition of Indiana 
volunteer mounted riflemen, under command of 
/ Colonel Russell, in 1832; also, the claims on 
| several other persons for supplies furnished said 
troops; which were referred to the Committee of 
| Claims; also, a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Indiana, in favor of an examination 
and survey of a route for a railroad from Michi- 
gan City, in the State of Indiana, to Charleston 
South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canais; also, a memorial 
in favor of allowing compensation for horses un- 
avoidably lost by the United States rangers in the 
public service; which was referred to the Com- 
', mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- 
lution from the General Assembly of the State of 
Indiana, on the subject of granting a bounty of 
land to the organized militia-men and rangers 
who so successfully protected the frontier during 
the late war with Arai Britain; which, on his 
motion, was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed.] 

Mr. DICKSON, of Mississippi; 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of 
| Illinois. 

{Mr. Reynotps presented the claim of widow 
Bowman, of St. Clair county, Illinois, for a pen- 
sion, on account of her husband, a lieutenant, 
being killed in battle by the hostile Indians in the 
_ 1832; also, a petition for a post route from 

‘rankfort by Brownsville, to Gill’s Ferry, in the 
State of Ilinois, and thence to Jackson, in Mis- 
souri; also, the claim of E. Wise, of Randolph 
county, Illinois, for a horse lost in the late dis- 
turbance with the Indians in the year 1832; the 
claim of Harry Welton, for horses and a wagon 
lost in the Black Hawk war in 1832; and the 
petition of General Willis Hargrow, of Gallatin 
county, Illinois. This petition states that Gen- 
eral Hargrow now receives a pension, and that 
he received the wound for which he has now the 
benefit of the pension some time before he made 
application for his pension, and that he incurred 
/ expenses in his affliction which he paid out of 

his own funds; and now prays Congress to place 

him on the pension roll from the time he was 

disabled from attending to his ordinary business, 

and to refund the amount of money paid to physi- 
cians and others to effect his cure. 

Mr. May presented a petition for the establish- 

| ment of a mail route from Indianapolis, in the 

State of Indiana, to Peoria, in Dlinois; also, a 
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tition from the citizens of Fulton county, for |} Michigan Territory, praying the establishment of 


the establishment of a mail route from Peoria, to 
intersect the route from Springfield, through 
Lewistown and Knoxville, to Monmouth; also, 
a petition from the citizens of Hancock county, 
for the establishment of a mail route from Car- 
thage, via Bear creek, to Warsaw, and to the 
Des Moines post office, in Missouri; also, a peti- 
tion from the citizens of Knox and Henry coun- 
ties, for the establishment of a mail route from 
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Knoxville, via Henderson’s Grove, Henryville, | 


Prophetstown, to Galena; also, a petition from 
the citizens of Peoria, for the establishment of a 
mail route from Peoria to Quincy; also, a peti- 
tion from the citizens of Peoria, Tazewell, and 
Putnam counties, pra ing for the establishment 
of a post route from Peoria to Hennepin; also, a 
petition from a number of citizens of Green 
county, for the establishment of a mail route 
from Alton to the Piasaw, Delaware, Greenfield, 
and Brown’s Point, to Jacksonville; also, a peti- 
tion from the citizens of Cook county, for the 
establishment of a post route from Chicago, north- 
westwardly to Fox river, at or near George Mc- 


Clure’s; also, a petition of anumber of citizens of |. 
Cook and Lasilee counties, for the establishment || 
of a post route from Ottawa, up the Fox river, to |, 


a point intersecting the State road from Chicago 
to Galena; also, a petition for the establishment 
of a mail route from Chicago to Galena; also, a 
petition of the trustees of the town of Chicago, 
and other inhabitants of said town, and of the 
county of Cook, praying that the tract of land 
upon which Fort Dearborn is situated, adjacent 
to said town, may be given to the trustees of 
Chicago, and their successors in office, to be dis- 
posed of for the use and benefit of the corpora- 
tion; also, the petition of the trustees of the 
Franklin Manual Labor College, praying for a 
donation of land for the use of said college; 
also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois, asking for an appropriation to 
remove the obstructions to the navigation of the 
Illinois river. } 


Messrs. LYON, CHAPMAN, LAWLER, 
and MARTIN, of Alabama. 

Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
souri. 

[Mr. Harrison presented the petition of John 
Wilson, praying compensation for services ren- 
dered during the call of the Missouri militia in 
1832; the petition of the heirs of William Young, 
praying compensation for services rendered by 
their father in taking the census of certain Indian 
tribes; the memorial of the citizens of St. Louis, 
praying that the Cumberland road may pass 
through St. Louis. Mr. H. moved that the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, made on some pri- 
vate land claims from the State of Missouri, be 
Eande.} and referred to the Committee on Public 
nds. 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan Territory. 


(Mr. Jones presented the following petitions, 
memorials, and resolutions: 

1, Petition of the inhabitants of the county of 
Milwaukie, Michigan Territory, praying for the 
establishment of a land office in that county, for 
the sale of the public lands. 

2. Petition of the inhabitants of Des Moine 
an Michigan Territory, praying for the es- 
tablishment of certain post routes. 

3. Petition of Jesse Morrison, praying of Con- 
oo remuneration for a horse lost by him in the 

ndian war of 1822, on the frontiers of Illinois 
and Michigan. 

4. Petition praying the establishment of a post 
route from Marshall, via Lyon lake, Wirt, Ger- 
ard, to Cold Water, Michigan Territory. 

5. Petition of Sally Hale, praying relief for 
loss in the war of 1812, on the frontiers of Illinois 
and Michigan Territory. 

_ 6. Petitions of the citizens of Du Buque, pray- 
ing the passage of a law to perfect their titles to 
their lots in that town. 

_ 7. Petition of Captain Joseph Dickson, pray- 
ing relief as a pensioner. 

8. Petition of George C. Willard, praying the 
passage of a law to authorize him to enter as a 
preémption the southeast quarter, section 16, 2 
north, 1 east, of the 4th meridian. 

9. Petitions of citizens of Du Buque county, 





certain mail routes. 

10. Petitions of inhabitants of Fort Madison, 
Des Moine county, Michigan Territory, praying 
the establishment of mail routes. 

11. Memorials of the Legislative Council of 
| Michigan Territory, praying the pasaage of laws 
for the establishment of the territorial govern- 
/ment west of Lake Michigan, for the survey and 
sale of mineral and other lands in Michigan Ter- 
ritory; the establishment of land offices in said 
Territory; the extension of the preémption law to 
occupants of all the public lands on the Ist Janu- 
ary, 1836; the construction of light-houses, &c., 
on Lake Michigan; the improvement of the navi- 
gation of rivers; the making of roads, and for other 

ss sgh and the extinguishment of the title of 
| Indian lands in Des Moine county. 

12. Resolutions of the Legislative Council 
asking and making appropriation for pay of its 
members, officers, printers, &c. 

13. Petition asking a donation of one section 
of land, to be made to James Clyman. 

14. Petition of the inhabitants of Des Moine 
county, praying the establishment of a surveyor 
general’s office in Michigan Territory, west of 

Lake Michigan. 


ritory of Michigan, west of Lake Michigan. 

2. A resolution to inquire into the expediency 
| of constructing military roads between several 
| places in Michigan Territory, west of the Lake. 

3. A resolution to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the citizens of Fort Madison, Bur- 
| lington, Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, in Mich- 
|igan Territory, west of the Mississippi river, 
| titles to their town lots in those towns. | 


Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas. 








| 
| 


| a convention of the citizens of Arkansas, &c.] 
| Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 
Messrs. EVANS and JARVIS, of Maine. 

Mr. BEAN, of New Hampshire. 
| [Mr. Bean presented two petitions on the sub- 
Columbia; which were referred to the committee 
appointed on that subject. 

Mr. Leonarp, of New York, yesterday pre- 
| sented a petition from sundry inhabitants of the 
| county of Tioga, in the State of New York, pray- 
| ing for the establishment of a mail route from the 
|| village of Smithsboro’ to the village of Spencer, 
in the county and State aforesaid. 

Mr. Leonarp also presented the petition of 


| sundry inhabitants of the county of Cortlandt, in 





Columbia. ] 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER presented a communication 


of a resolution of May, 1830, on the subject of 
navigation by steamboats and steam vessels. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion by Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a pension agency in the city of Wheeling, Virginia, 
for the payment of all pensioners resident in the counties 


Randolph, Preston, and Monongalia, in Virginia, and —— 
counties in Ohio. 
On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee ou the Post Office and 


establishing a post road from Bowling Green to Scottsville, 
by way of the Alluin Spring. 


On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from the town of Van Buren, in 
the county of Hardeman, and State of Tennessee, to 
Moore’s X Roads, in said county. 


_ On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


tablishing a post route from Stanford, in Lincoln county, 
Kentucky, via Colonel Jesse Cofti+y’s, thence, via Liberty, 
in ap county, to Jamestown, in il county, Ken- 
tucky. 


i 
NN 


ject of the abolition of slavery in the District of | 


from the Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance | 


| 1. A resolution to inquire into the expediency | 
|| of establishing numerous post routes in the Ter- | 


[Mr. S. presented the constitution adopted by | 


| the State of New York, praying for the abolition | 
| of slavery and the slave trade in the District of | 


of Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Tyler, Wood, Lewis, Harrison, | 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- | 


i 


| On motion by Mr. HAYNES, it was 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of replacing 
Benjamin Thompson, of Georgia, on the pension roll, atan 
increase of pension. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the declaration of Simeon Clutter, made 
for the purpose of obtaininga pension under the act of June 
7, 1832, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, with instructions to inquire into the propriety of 
placing his name on the pension list, and giving him the 
benefit of the provisions of the aforesaid act. 


On motion by Mr. OWENS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the payment of commutation pay to the heirs and 
legal representatives of James Bullock, deceased, late of 
Georgia, an officer in the army of the Revolution. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from che main stage route between 
Richmond and Charlottesville, in the county of Goochland, 
by Columbia in Fluvanna, Scottsville, in Albemarle, War- 
minster, and Tye River Warehouse, in the county of Nel- 
son, to Lynchburg. 


On motion by Mr. HAMER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 


| arsenal of depot and repair for the public arms at some 
| suitable point in the State of Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


| it was 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
} 


| 





Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the erection of a light-house on Lake Ponchartrain, at 
, the mouth of the Bayou St. Joln, in the State of Louisiana, 


| On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
| It was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of adopting some 
| measure for testing the utility of a discovery made by Col- 
| onel Charles Morgan, of the parish of Point Coupee, Lou- 
isiana, for preventing dry rot in timber, ior which he bas 
| obtained a patent. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the account of Colonel Washington Sea- 
well against the United States, and the documents in sup- 
port thereof herewith presented, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, with instructions to inquire into the 
expediency of paying the same. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That so much, of report No. 2 of the register 
and receiver of the land office at St. Stephens, Alabama, 
acting as commissioners under the third section of the aet 
| of the 7th March, 1829, and dated 3d May, 1832, and alsoso 
much of the report of the same commissionvrs under date 
of the 3d July, 1834, as relates to the claims of the heirs of 
Aliguel Esiava, deceased, together with the several docu- 
ments relating thereto, which were heretofore transmitted 
to Congress from the Treasury Department, be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. McLENE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a mail route from the town of Delaware, by 
Radnor, in Delaware county, and Big Island, in Marion 
county, to Upper Sandusky, in Crawtord county; also, a 
mail route from Delaware, through Maysville and Millferd, 
in Union county, to Arbana, in Champaign county ; also, 
a post route from Sunbury, in Delaware county, Wood- 
bury, same county, Mount Gilead, in Marion county, Lees- 
ville, in Richland county, thence to New Haven, in Huron 
county; and also, a mail route from Reynoldsburg, on 
the Nationa] road, in Franklin county, passing Headiey’s 
mill and Plain Four Corners, in Franklin county, Harlaem 
and Genoa, in Delaware county, to Galena post office, in 
said county of Delaware ; also, a post route from Dublin, 
in Franklin county, up west side Scioto to Beltepoint, in 
Delaware county, and continued to Middletown, in said 
Delaware county, thence to Big Island, in Marion county. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama to reduce the minimum 
| price of the unsold part of the four hundred thousand acres 
| of land granted to the said State for the improvement of the 
| Tennessee river, and for other purposes. ' 


On motion by Mr. KINNARD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the examination and survey of a route fora railroad from 
Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, in the State of Indiana, 
to the city of Charleston, South Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing pat- 
_ents to be issued to the Polish exiles for land granted to them 
under the law of the 30th of June, 1834, on their paying to 
the Government the minimum price of said lands, or of 
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authorizing such other disposition of such lands as will give 
relief to said exiles in their unfortunate and embarrassed | 


condition. 
On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to ingitire into the expediency of repealing so much 
of an act, approved May 29, 1830, entitled **An act to relin- 
quish the reversionary interest of the United States in cer- 
tain Indian reservations, in the State of Alabama,” as re- 
ouires as a condition to such relinquishment that George 
Stiggins, with his family, shall remove west of the Missis- 


‘ | 
sippi. . aot 

Resotved further, That the same committee inquire into 

the expediency of relinquishing the reversionary interest of | 


the United States in the reservation of land clauned and 
possessed by Latchlieu Durant, of Alabama. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the 
erecting a court-house and jail at Pensacola, in Florida, for 


the use of the United States district court. | 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Dardanelles, by the county | 


seat of Scott county, to Zebulon, in the county of Pike, in | | 


the Territory of Arkansas; and, also, for an extension of 
the mail route from Batesville, in Arkansas, by Clinton, to 
Lewisburg. 


| 
On motion by Mr. KILGORE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from New Richmond, via Knox- 
ville, to the mouth of Big Yellow creek, Ohio. 


On motion by Mr. VINTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to Ed- 
ward Ferguson, of Lawrence county, Ohio, a soldier in the 
late war with Great Britain, and to the only child and heir- 
at-law of Hosea Neal, also a soldier in the late war, military 
bounty land. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Koads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


establishing a post route from Danville,in Vermilion county, 


to Ottawa, Illinois ; also, that the same committee inquire | 


into the expediency of establishing a post route from Dan- 
ville, vin Decatur, to Springfield, [linois; also, that the 
same committee inquire into the expediency of establishing 


& post route from Carrollton, [ilinois, via Gratton, to St. | 


Charies, in Missouri. 


On motion by Mr. ‘TOWNS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Reads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a mail route from Talboton, in the State of | 


Georgia, by way of Uchee Village, in Marien county, Pond 
Town, in Sumpter county, to Americus. 

Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route trom Lumpkin, in Stewart county, 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making a dona- 
tion of public lands to the Territory of Florida, to enable the 
said Territory to erect a suitable public building for the 


to Starksvilie, in Lee county, Georgia. | 
| 
| 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from Monticello, in Pike county, | 


Legislative Council, and for other pubiic purposes. | | 
Alabama, to ‘T'uskeega, in Macon county. | 


On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing Jacob 


Hedderick, of Jetierson county, Tennessee, a soldier of the || 


late war, upon the pension roll. 
On motion by Mr. CARTER, it was 


_ Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to iuquire into the propriety of extend- 


ing the provisions of the act of Congress of the 7th June, | 


1&2, to Hugh Carter, Sr., of Greene county, Tennessee, 
for revolutionary services. 


On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 


it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant 
of the public lands, for the purpose of constructing a road 


Missouri, by the way of Litthe Rock, the seat of govern- 


ment for the Territory of Arkansas, on a direct line from | 
the point of beginning to where the same would strik thee 


Mississippi river. 


On motion by Mr. STANDEFER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and || 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes, to wit: Ist. From ‘Ten 
Mile Stand, in Rhea county, T'ennessce, passing George Gor- 


don’s iron works, and trom thence through the seer — 
» From || 
Pikeville, in Bledsoe county, Tennessee, by Biythe’s Ferry, | 


to George Dawson’s, on Cumberland mountain. 


on Tennessee river, to David McNare’s, on Conas . 
3d. From McMinnville, Warren county, Tennessee, 
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James Gardner’s, Esq., to Dallas, in Hamilton county. 4th. || Danville, and Lebanon, to Frankfort, in Clinton county - 
From Calhoun, Tennessee, toWalker Court-house, Georgia, || from Indianapolis, the capital of the State of Indiana’ 
down Chittooga Vallcy, by Cherokee Court-house, to Jaek- || upon the Cumberland road, to Terre Haute ; from Thorn. 
sonville, Alabama. town, in Boone county, to Kirk’s Cross Roads, in Clinton 


O ; . re i allt . county ; fron Noblesvilic in the county of Hamilton, 
oan ey Sen ot Caen || Montezuma, in Parke county, via Westfield, Northfield, 


re Lehanon, Jamestown, and Russellville. 
esolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | : 1 ‘ales . 
strueted to inquire into the expediency of passing a law for On motion by Mr. JON ES, of Michigan, it was 
the benefit and relief of the citizens of the towns of Fort | Resolved, That the Cognmittee on Military Afiairs be in- 
Madison, Burlington, Belleview, Dubuque, and Peru, re- || Structed to inquire into the expedicucy of making appro- 
spectively, as passed in the year ——, for the relief and ben- || priation for the improvement of the crossing at the ferry on 
efit of the citizens of Galena, on Bean river, Minois. | oe A sed eee an the eens, tine bs wee Prairie 
. : | du Chien and Fort Winnebago, either by a bridge across 
On motion by Mr. WHITE, it was | said river or otherwise, as may appear settee 
Resolved, Tuat the Committee on the Post Office and || and that the said committee also inquire into the expe- 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || diency of providing for the construction of a military road 
establishing a mail route by Florida ‘Town, Alengrante, Pit- || from Milwaukie, on Root river, on Lake Michigan, to the 
man’s Ferry, to Campbellton, in the Territory of Florida, \| Mississippi river, in the Territory of Michigan ; also, for 
and from Mariana to the town of St. Joseph. the construction of military roads from Fort Des Moines, 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it || 


was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the tollowing post routes: From the Rapids on 


| the Des Moines river to Burlington; from Richlandtown to 


Burlington; from Mount Pleasant, Michigan Territory, 
through Burlington, to Macomb, IHinois; from Burlington 


| to Monmouth, Ilinois ; also, from Dubuque, via the Maco- 


queta and the settlement on Turks, to Cassville, and thence 
through the county of Lowa, via Blue Mounds or Wiota, to 
Milwaukie bay; from Galena, Hlinois, via Sinsinawa post 
office and Gibraltar, Cassville and Prairie du Chien, to Fort 
Snelling, in Crawlord county ; from Cassville to Mineral 
Point, to intersect the Galena and Green Bay route ; from 
Galena, Illinois, via White Oak Springs and Gratiot’s Grove, 
to Wiota, and to intersect the route to Milwaukie ; from 
Galena, Lilinois, to Dubuque. 


On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 


it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


establishing the following post routes in the State of Mis- 
souri: From Jefferson City, the seat of government, through 
the seats of justice fur the counties of Morgan, Benton, 
Polk, and Greene, to the seat of government of the Terri- 


| tory of Arkansas ; from the seat of justice of Greene county, 


through the seats of justice of Polk, Benton, Rives, Van 
Buren, and the seats of justice of Pettis and Johnson, 
to Jackson; from Booneville, Cooper county, through the 
seat of justice in Van Buren; from the seat of justice of 
Greene county, through the seats of justice of Pulaski, and 
by Massey’s iron works, in Crawford county, to Union, the 
seat of justice of Franklin county; from J 

through the seats of justice of Gasconade, Crawford, Wash- 
ington, and St. Francis counties, to Jackson, the seat of 
justice for Cape Girardeau county, twice a week; from 
the seat of justice of Stoddard county to Greenville, the 


| seat of justice for Wayne county ; from Potosi, the seat of 


justice for Washington county, through the seat of justice 
im Ripley county, to Jackson, in Arkausas; from Kaskas- 


| kia, in LUlinois, to St. Genevieve, in Missouri; from St. 


Genevieve, through Farmington, to Potosi, seat of justice 


of Washington county; from the town of Cape Girardeau || 
| to Commerce, in Scott county; from St. Louis to the seats 
, of justice of Franklin and Gasconade, to the city of Jeffer- 


son, twice a week, in a two-horse post coach; from Jef- 


efferson City, | 


through Des Moines and Dubuque counties, to Cassville 
and Prairie du Chien; also for military roads from the Blue 
Mound to the nearest navigable point on the Mississippi 
river, by the most eligible route from Cassville, to intersect 
the military road leading from Prairie du Chien to Fort 
Winnebago, and from Cassville to Galena, on the most eli- 
gible routes. 


The House adjourned. 


{N SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 2, 1836. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Donen- 
son, his Secretary, which was read: 


Wasuineton, February 29, 1836. 
To the Senate, 
and House of Representatives of the United Stutes: 


I transmit a report of the Secretary of the State, com- 
municating an application from the Chargé d’Affaires of Por- 
tugal, for the passage by Congress of a special act abolishing 
discriminating duties upon the cargoes of Portuguese ves- 
sels imported into the United States trom those parts of the 
dominions of Portugal in which no discriminating duties 
are charged upon the vessels of the United States or their 
cargoes; and providing for a return of the discriminating 
duties which have been exacted upon the cargoes of Portu- 
guese vessels thus circumstanced, since the 13th of April, 
1834, I also transmit a capy of the correspondence which 
has taken place on the subject between the Department of 
State and the Chargé d’Affaires of Portugal. 

The whole matter is submitted to the discretion of Con- 
gress, with this suggestion, that if an act should be passed, 
placing the cargoes of Portuguese vessels coming from cer- 
tain parts of the territories of Portugal on the footing of 
those imported in vessels of the United States, or deciding 
upon the propriety of restoring the duties heretofore levied 
and the time to which they shall be restored, regard should 
be had to the fact, that the decree of the 18th of April, 1834, 
which is made the basis of the present application, took 
effect in the islands of Madeiraand the Azores many montlis 
after its promulgation ; and to the more important fact that, 
until the first of February instant, an indirect advantage 
was allowed by Portugal to importations from Great Britain 
over t!: ose from other countries, including the United States. 


| the seat of justice of Clay county, three times a week, in 
; a four-horse post coach; from Louisiana, Pike county, 


ANDREW JACKSON. 
On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, the 


ferson City to Boonville, in Cooper county, through the 
seats of justice of Saline and Lafayette, to Independence, 
the seat of justice of Jackson county, in a four-horse post 


| coach twice a week; from St. Louis, through the seats of || Message and documents were referred to the 


justice of St. Charles, Warren, Montgomery, Calloway, 


Committee on Commerce. 
Boone, Howard, Charitan, Carroll, and Ray, to Liberty, 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Mr. TIPTON presented certain resolutions of 


| 


through Bowling Green, to Fulton, in Calloway county, in 


| two-horse post coaches; from St. Genevieve, by Bolivia, 


to Fredericktown, the seat of justice of Madison county ; 
from Jackson, the seat of justice of Cape Girardeau county, 


| by the town of Cape Girardeau, and through the seat of 


justice of Scott county, to New Madrid, the seat of justice 
of New Madrid county; from Fulton, the seat of justice 
of Calloway county, by the town of Portland, to Mount 
Sterling, the seat of justice of Gasconade county; from 
Keyteville, the seat of justice of Chauton county, to Gre- 
sham Compton’s store, on the North Grand river, and from 
thence to Richmond, the seat of justice of Ray county; 
from Carrollton, the seat of justice of Carroll county, to 
Mr. —— Nove’s store, on North Grand river, thence tu Gre- 
sham Compton’s store, on the said river; from Fulton, 
the seat of justice of Calloway county, to Henry Neile’s, 
at or near Cote Sans Dessein,in said county; from the 
city of Jefferson, through the seats of justice of Boone 
and Monroe, .o Palmyra, in Marion county; from Fulton, 
in Calloway covnty, to Paris, the seat of justice in Monroe 
county; from Palmyra, by St. Francisville, on the Des 


|; Moines river, to Burlington, on the Mississippi river, twice 


from Jefferson City, the seat of government for the State of | | 0 Werk, in 0 Darlene pee 


On motion by Mr. KINNARD, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing the. following post routes in the State of In- 


_diaua: From Indianapolis, via Beaver’s mills, in Marion 


county, Pendleton and Huntsville, in Madison county, to 
Strawtown, in the county of Hamilton ; from Strawtown 


|| to Peru, in the county of Miami; from Peru to the county 
| seat of Fulton ; from Bloomington, in Monroe county, via 
| Bale’s Bridge, to Salem, in Washington county ; from Shel- 


byville,in Shelby county, via Manwaring’s, on Sugar creek, 
Green post office, Far West, and Mooresville, to Monrovia, 
in Monroe county ; trom Mount Tabor, in Monroe county, 
to Stilesville,in Hendrick county; from Martinsville, in 
Morgan county, by the way of Lyon’s mills, Mooresville, 





——__ 


the Legislature of Indiana, asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. NAUDAIN presented the petition of the 
heirs of Colonel John Hastlett, who was killed 
at the battle of Princeton; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of the heirs of Nathaniel Cassedy, reported a bill 
for their relief; which was read and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. N., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of Lieutenant John 
M. Gilbert, praying remuneration for a horse 
lost in the service of the United States, made an 
unfavorable report thereon. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, to which the subject had been 
referred by the resolution of the Senate of the 
6th January, rted a bill for the reorganization 
of the General Land Office; which was read and 
ordered to a second ing. 

Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House providing for the payment of militia 
and volunteer called into the service of the 
United States, reported the same with several 
amendments; which were read avd concurred in}; 








1836. 


and by general consent the bill was then con- 








dered to a third reading. 
Mr. ROBINSON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 


for the relief of Henry H. Hall; which was read i 


twice and referred. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, to which the subject had been referred, 
reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to compromise and settle the claims of 
the United States against the Alleghany Bank of 
Pennsylvania; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolutions lying on the table were sever- 
ally considered and agreed to. 


FRAUDS ON LAND OFFICES. 


The joint resolution introduced by Mr. Brack, 
providing for the payment of the expenses in- 


curred in taking testimony in relation to frauds | 
alleged to have been committed on the public land || 


Hy 


offices, was, on motion by Mr. Krve, of Ala- 
bama, referred to the Committee on the Contin- 
gent Fund of the Senate. 


JESSE SMITH. 


The bill from the House for the relief of Jesse 
Smith and others was read the first time and 
referred. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The petition of the Society of Friends of Lan- 
caster, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of slavery 
in the District, of Columbia, was taken up as the 
special order; and, after some remarks at con- 
siderable length from Messrs. BUCHANAN, 
WALKER, and WHITE, 

On motion by Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, March 2, 1836. 


Mr. DENNY, by consent, submitted a motion 
to print five thousand extra copies of the report 
of the Franklin Institute of Pennsylvania, on the 
subject of the explosion of steam boilers, trans- 
mitted to the House yesterday by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The CHAIR said the motion must, under the 
rule, lie over one day. 

Mr. DENNY moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to consider his motion at that time; which 
was agreed to—ayes 88, noes 44. 

Mr. PARKS said a copy of this report had just 
been laid on their tables. No opportunity had 


been afforded toexamine it, or to ascertain whether | 
it was of any value, when a motion was made | 
and pressed to print an extra number of copies. | 
He was opposed, under the circumstances, to || 


forcing the motion through the House at this 
ume. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved | 
to postpone the motion until to-morrow; which | 


was agreed to—ayes 70, noes 64. 
NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The report of the Committee of Elections on || 
the contested election from North Carolina, came || because, when they spoke as lawyers, they would 
g hour | 

| 


up as the unfinished business of the mornin 
of yesterday. 

he question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. Many, of New York, proposing to make the 
report the special order of Tuesday next, instead 
of Wednesday, (this day,) as moved by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. HARD said, with a view to have the 
House extend the usual courtesy to the petitioner, 
and understanding it to be the usual course, he 
moved that the petitioner, David Newland, have 
a seat assigned him on the floor of the House, and 
that he have leave to address it in his own behalf. 

Mr. BYNUM was sorry the gentleman had 
made the motion. A similar motion had been 
made a few days ago by one of the majority of 
the Committee of Elections. That motion was, 
that the petitioner have leave to be heard on the 
floor of the House, by himself or by counsel. 
As the gentleman representing the minority of 


the committee had made the motion in a some- 
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| 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and or- | 


| 





} 


| 


|| might be made. 


‘ 


|| 


| | 


| 
| 


| 


|| before it, and he had never heard even an appli- 
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what different form, he hoped he would accept | 
| anamendment. Mr. B. then movedan amendment | 
that the petitioner be heard, on the main ques- | 
tion, by himself or by counsel. 

Mr. HARD said he had consulted both the 
majority and minority of the eommite in rela- 
tion to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Byxem,] and he could not 
accept the amendment of that gentleman. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said, by leave of 
| the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. By- 

nuM,] and his colleague, [Mr. Harp,] he would 
| submit a motion which he conceived would meet 
| the views of both those gentlemen. Mr. M. then 
| moved that the petitioner, David Newland, have 





, 


| leave to appear, and also that he have leave to 
address the House on the subject of his petition. 
Mr. HARD accepted the motion of the gentle- 
| man from New York, [Mr. Mawy.] ‘ 
| Mr. BYNUM did not understand the motion 
precisely. If it extended only to the preliminary 
| question, he must object to it. His object was to 
have the petitioner heard on the main question. 
Mr. MANN replied that it embraced the hear- 
ing of the rn himself in every stage of the 
| question, but not the hearing of him by counsel. 
| Mr. McKAY said the request of a petitioner, 
| in the case of a contested election, to be heard 
by counsel, had never, he believed, been refused, 
when asked for. He cited the case from Georgia, | 
of General Jackson and General Wayne, where 
one of the parties, not being a lawyer, was heard || 
by counsel. He also cited the case of a contested 
| election from the State of Virginia, where the 
‘titioner was heard by counsel. He therefore | 
oped, if the petitioner was desirous of being | 
heard by counsel, that he would not be refused |! 


| 
| 
| 


! . t . . . 
|| the privilege. He believed such application had | 
|| never been refused when asked. 


Mr. DAVIS thought the motion should be, 


House himself on the preliminary 
by counsel on the main question, i 


r| 


1e desired it. 





there had been two cases of contested elections 
| cation for counsel. When a man was brought 
before the House, charged with having committed | 
/an offense, then he would grant him counsel. | 
| Such had been the course in the case of General | 
| Houston. Here, however, was a member from 
North Carolina, who had been qualified, and was 
acting as amember of the House; another person 
| contests his election; they were to go by the dep- || 
ositions in the case, and make up their minds 
from them, and not from the arguments which 
They were called upon to settle | 
|| a great constitutional question, and the Consti- 
|| tution gave to them the exclusive jurisdiction over 
that matter. They were the judges. When they 
were settling great national principles growing | 
out of the election of members, w 
difference between that and settling great national | 
principles upon any other subject? And had it 


| 


brought into that House to assist them out in 
| their deliberations? He did not say it as a dispar- 
agement of that class of men, for ie himself was 
one of the profession. But he would as soon hear 
any other set of men speak as that profession; 


argue for an hour to distinguish between the south 
and southwest side of a hair. He would ask | 
his honorable friend from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Bynum,] whether there was not some hundred 
lawyers on that floor, any of whom might com- 
pare with the lawyer who might be brought there 
as a counsel for the petitioner; and were they not | 
disposed to do him justice,—strict, full, and | 
ample justice? He recollected that, in the con- 
tested election year before last, each of the parties 
had lawyers to advocate his cause, and he had no 
doubt it would be the case on the present occasion. 
He had no doubt, if there were to arise any 
difficulty, lawyers enough would be found in the 
House to e on both sides. Wasa lawyer 
to be. introduced on that floor, because the gentle- 
man petitioning was notalawyer? He hoped not. 
Mr. BROWN begged to make an inquiry be- 
fore he voted upon the question. He wanted to 
know if this motion, that the petitioning member 
have leave to appear by counsel, was made upon 


| 
j 








LOBE. 


of equality with the sitting member. 


that the petitioner be permitted to address the || 
uestion, and || 


] || by the petitioner himself to sa 
Mr. HARDIN said he was in the House when |! 


|| not desire counsel. 


here was the || 


come to this, that they were to have lawyers || 
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his authority and at his request? If such was 
the fact he <a hardly feel himself at liberty to 
refuse an application so just and reasonable. A 
resolution of that kind might be necessary to 
place the petitioner upon something like a footing 
There was 
no petition for leave to appear by counsel, and it 
might be that the gentleman claiming the seat did 
not desire any such privilege. He might be will- 
ing to trust his claims to their own merits, to his 
own efforts, and the efforts of such friends as he 
might find upen this floor. He therefore begged 
the honorable gentleman who made the motion 
would furnish the House with this necessary in- 
formation. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said he felt 
authorized in saying that, from the foundation of 
the Government to the present time, whenever 
either of the parties in a contested election re- 
quested to be heard by counsel, it was granted 
him. He cited the case from Georgia, of General 
Jackson and General Wayne, in which one of 
the parties had been heard i counsel. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. Hanpiy] had taken 
the ground that there were lawyers enough in the 
House to advocate the claims of either of the gen- 


tlemen. ae ought not to act on the supposi- 
tion that one half would go on one side, and the 


other half on the other. If a gentleman who is 
not blessed with the faculty of debating, wishes 
to be placed on an equal footing with the other, 
let him have some person to do for him what he 
cannot do for himself. Neither ought they to go 
upon the ground that every gentleman would read 
over the whole of the testimony, and examine 
into it; then how could one claunant be on an 
equal footing with the other claimant, unless he 
be heard by counsel? It might be necessary to 


| collate the testimony and make a synopsis of the 


case; then, if counsel be necessary, let it be fur- 
nished. 
Mr. CONNOR stated that he was: authorized 
y he only desired 
; and that he did 
He therefore hoped his col- 
ague [Mr. Bynum} would withdraw his motion. 
Mr. BYNUM begged leave to set the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. H mana, who spoke 
from memory, right. The cases which he was 
about calling attention to were not from memory 
He then read the case of a contested election from 
New Jersey, in 1789, in which Mr. Madison ad- 


a seat on the floor to be hear¢ 


| le 


|| vocated the hearing the petitioner by counsel, and 


the petitioner was heard by counsel. He cited 
another case in 1804, in whies a petitioner was 
heard by counsel. He mentioned those as addi- 
tional evidence in support of those already men- 
tioned. There were other cases which might be 
enumerated; and in the whole book of elections 
there was not an instance where counsel had been 
denied when asked for; and he was sorry to hear 
such sentiments come from the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who represented a farming people; and 
were the farming people not to be heard by coun- 
sel on constitutional questions? It was doing in- 
justice to that people toexelude them from having 
counsel in that House. He wished to reply to 
some remarks which fell from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. McKewnan] the other day. 
That gentleman did not know Mr. B., and he 
must be permitted to tell that gentleman, when he 
became acquainted with him, he would be amon 
the last members in that House whom he woul 
| attempt to misrepresent. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was reported to have said ‘‘ that it 
| * was with no little surprise and regret that he 
‘ heard the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. 
‘ Bynum] yesterday declare his opinion, that the 
‘sitting member was not entitled to his seat, 
| ‘although no opportunity had been offered for 
‘the examination of the case.’’ Mr. B. asked 
| the House and the honorable gentleman if he had 
| made such declaration? Inreply to some remarks 
| which had fallen from his two colleagues on that 
subject, he did make use of the following words, 
| as he distinctly recollected: ‘‘ He himself was not 
‘decided on the subject; he wanted to have more 
| ‘light as.well as the gentleman himself; but from 
| what he-had understood, if he might be permitted 
| ‘to express an opinion, he was predisposed to 
| * believe that the sitting member was not entitled 
| ¢to his seat.”’ The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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had put words in his mouth which he had never 
said. When some gentlemen have not subject- 
matter to make a display of parliamentary talents, 
they fancy some monstrous object to show them- 
selves off to advantage. Mr. B. said he had not 
made such a statement, and the attributing it to 
him was gratuitous. 














Mr. McKENNAN said he would be the last | 


man who would attempt to misrepresent any gen- 
tleman. But as to what he had stated, he sub- 
mitted it to the House to say whether there was 
any material difference between what he had said 
and the language admitted by the gentleman him- 
self. He had said that he had not means of 
examining into the case; and as other gentlemen 
had not had an opportunity to do so, he only said 
that gentlemen ought not to prejudge it. As im- 
partial jurors, they would be called upon to decide 
the case; and they should do so without any pre- 
disposition of it. 

Mr. BYNUM rose to reply, but his remarks 
were arrested by the expiration of the hour. 

The CHAIR announced the special orders, 
being the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to proceed with the preliminary discussion 
on the contested election. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was compelled to ask 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to suspend 
the rules. The public interest was suffering in 
consequence of the delay in the passage of the 
appropriation bills, and he could no longer remain 
quiescent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and were— 

eas 66, nays 132. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, rela- 
tive to abolishing discriminating duties on the 
cargoes of Portuguese vessels; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, presuming it to be 
the desire of the House to terminate the discus- 
sion on the New York relief bill that day, he, 
with that view, moved to suspend the rules of the 
House for that purpose; which motion was agreed 
to without a count. 


NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked leave to make a report from that 


committee, on the subject of the application of | 


the Territory of Michigan for admission into the 
Union, and on the message of the President of the 
United States, in relation to the disputed bound- 
ary line between Ohio and Michigan. Mr. T. 
explained that he made the request of the House 
merely that the report and documents should be 
put in the hands of the public printer, as they 
would take several days to print; and not to dis- 
cuss or even read the report at that time. 

Mr. BRIGGS objecting, 

Mr. THOMAS moved to suspend the rules; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr, ‘THOMAS then presented the foregoing 
report, accompanied by a bill to establish the 
northern boundary line of the State of Ohio, and 
to provide for the admission of the State of Mich- 
igan into the Union on certain conditions; which 
bill was twice read, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. T. then gave notice that on to-morrow he | 


should ask leave to move that the bill be made 
the special order of the day for the 15th of the 
present month. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
The House then took up the bill for the relief 
of the sufferers by the fire in the city of New 
York; which was on its final passage. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, concluded his 


remarks, and addressed the House at length in | 


opposition to the provisions of the bill. 
fr. LANE, after a few remarks in reply to the 
last gentleman, demanded the previous question. 
Mr. EVERETT hoped the gentleman would not 
press that motion after making a speech himself. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL moved acall of the House; 


which was ordered; and, after proceeding some | 


time, was, on motion by Mr. Howe t, suspended. 


_ Europe—between despotism on the one and, and 


/ as it had gone, it had not been carried on with 


| section of the country, while the means were 
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| The previous question was then seconded by | that the heads of those very Departments, havin 


the House, taken by tellers—ayes 81, noes 78. 


Mr. EVERETT asked for the yeas and nays || from the North; the Secreta 


on the question, ‘* Shall the main question be now | 


put?’ which were ordered, and the result was— | 


| the control of those expenditures, were elected 
r of State (Mr. 
Forsyth) having charge only of the foreign rela- 
tions of the country. Mr. T. referred also to the 


yeas 95, nays 110; as follows: | expenditures in other branches of the Government. 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Anthony, Ash, 
Bailey, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, 
Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 


Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Coffee, Connor, Craig, Cramer, | 


Cushman, Darlington, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Eff- 
ner, Fairfield, Parlin, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
James Garland, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hannegan, Hard, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Howard, 
Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Jabez Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lay, | 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Love, | 
Lucas, Abijah Mann, John Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Moore, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, Patterson, Phelps, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, 
Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Taylor, John Thomson, Tur- | 


In the North there were two armories and twelve 
arsenals; the whole South and West had four 
_arsenals and no armory. In the North, six 
navy-yards; in the South, on the Gulf, one. In 
the North, one military school; in the South, none, 
| In the North, sixteen forts and twenty-five gar- 
| risons;in the South, only seven forts and gar- 
risons. In the North there was less occasion for 
| forts, garrisons, or soldiers, for they had neither 


|| slaves nor Indians to contend with. The whole 


amount proposed to be expended at the North was 

eleven million of dollars, and only about half a 
, million to the residue of the Union. Mr. T. read 
the various items and particulars upon which his 


, rill, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, and Webster—95. || statements were founded, and contended that the 


NAYS —Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Banks, Bell, | 
Bond, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, John | 
| Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George 
| Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Nathaniel 
| H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane,Cushing, Davis, Denny, 
| Dromgoole, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Fry, Gal- 
braith, Rice Garland, Graham, Granger, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennell, Griffin, Hamer, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Samuel 
S. Harrison, Hawkins, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, 
Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Klingensmith, 
Lawler, Lawrence, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, 
Lyon, Job Mann, Martin, Sampson Mason, Maury, Mc- 
Carty, McComas, MeKay, McKennan, Mercer, Miller, Mil- 
ligan, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Parks, Patton, Dutee J. | 
Pearce, James A. Pearce, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, 
Reed, Rencher, Roane, Robertson, Russell, Augustine H. 
| Shepperd, Shields, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, 
| Storer, Taliaferro, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Turner, | 





| Underwood, Vinton, Weeks, White, Whittlesey, and Sher- | 
| rod Williams—110. 


So the House determined that the main ques- | 
tion shall not be now put, and the effect of the | 


vote was to put the subject from before the House 
this day. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mitter 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Bett, to reduce the item for the improvement and | 
necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, one half, viz: from $67,000 to 
$33,500. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said he 
could not support the bill as reported, because 
the estimates had not been furnished by the proper 
Department, nor examined by the proper organ 
of that House—the Naval Committee. 

Mr. T. referred to the situation of our relations 
with France, and the correspondence between 
the two countries, the former of which he highly | 
eulogized. He then referred to the system of | 
fortifications recommended by a former adminis- | 
tration, and avowed himself prepared to carry it 
out with the utmost liberality. A great contest 
was approaching between the northern powers of 


constitutional governments on the other—to which 
the United States could not be an idle spectator, 
but would probably be compelled to take an active 
part. The signs of the times portended this con- 
test, and, believing this, he was willing that the | 
system of fortifications should be carried out 
with liberality. But he complained, that so far 
justice. ‘The expenditure had been made in one 

drained from another. Mr. T. then read from a | 
tabular statement he had himself made out the | 
estimates for the various naval appropriations, as | 
contained in the report from the Navy Depart- 

ment, in the north Atlantic, south Atlantic, and 

the Gulf sections, to prove the great disparity in | 


Union was resolving itself into a Union of tribute- 
payers and tribute-receivers. He warned gen- 
| tlemen not to press this too far, nor rely too long 
upon the endurance of a generous and willing 
people, at all times ready to expend their money 
and their blood in defense of their common coun- 
try. 

Mr. T. referred to an estimate furnished to 
himself by Captain Chace, whieh stated that it 
would require at least $2,950,000 to put Pensa- 
coloa on a footing with the least respectable of 
northern navy-yards, while only $64,000 was 
| proposed by the present bill. He then quoted 
the opinions of Captain Dallas, Colonel Gratiot, 
the board of engineers, Commodore Porter, Com- 
modore Ridgley, &c., showing the importance 
of Pensacola harbor for a naval station in the 
eventofa war. Mr. T. said he himself believed 
it of greater importance than all the other har- 
bors put together, and entered into a é@etailed 
argument to show its capabilities and natural ad- 
vantages over our other stations. Before Mr.T. 
concluded, he gave way to 

Mr. WISE, on whose motion the committee 
rose, reported progress, and asked leave to sit 

gain. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in relation to military land warrants; which was 


|| laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 


| Also, a communication from the same, trans- 


|| mitting, in obedience to a resolution of the 13th 


| ultimo, a statement showing the number of 

| claims for horses lost on the western frontier in 

| 1831, in the Black Hawk war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

| printed. 

| On motion by Mr. BROWN, the House then 

adjourned, at half-past four o’clock, p. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 3, 1836. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, transmitting, in obedience 
| to the resolution of the Senate of the 26th ultimo, 
| a report from Mr. Gratiot on the present condi- 
| tion of the Winnebago Indians; and alsoa report 
| from Mr. Brush, who was selected last year to 
visit the Indians residing between the Mississippi 
| and Lake Michigan; and, 
| On motion by Mr. WHITE, the reports were 
| referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
_ ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Laporte county, in the State of 
| Indiana, praying for the establisment of a new 
post route; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on 





Claims, to which had been referred the petition 
of the widow of James Leomaster, reported a bill 





disbursement, ‘The estimate of expenditure was, 
for the northern Atlantic, $7,547,000, south Atlan- 
tic, $7,000, and the Gulf frontier and south Atlan- 
tie together, only $393,000; so that the North had 
the advantage of the difference between upwards 
of seven millions and a half and less than four 


hundred thousand dollars. It so happened, too, | 


for her relief; which was read and ordered toa 
second reading. 

| Mr. N., from the same committee, made unfa- 
vorable reports on the petitions of Alphonso 
Wetmore and of Richard Boon; and the commit- 
tee was disch d from the further considera- 
tion of the same. 
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1836. 


PAYMENT OF VOLUNTEERS. 


The bill providing payment for the militia and 
yolunteer corps in the service of the United States, 
was read the third time and passed. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD. 
The bill to authorize the Pensacola and Per- 


dido Canal and Railroad Company to construct 
aroad through the lands of the United States, 








was, after being amended, on motion by Mr. | 


Davis, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


The bill to repeal the provisoes in the first and | 


second sections of the act in alteration of the 
several acts imposing duties on imports, was also 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
appointment of chaplains for the Army of the United States. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Hartford, Connecticut, via 
Windsor, Poquonock, East Granby, West Suffield, and 
Feeding Hills, to Westfield, Massachusetts. 


ing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
river, in the State of Ohio. 


VACANCY FILLED. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, and 
by unanimous consent, the vacancy in the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia, occasioned | 


by the resignation of Mr. TyLer, was ordered to 
be filled by the Chair. 


THE QUAKER PETITION. 


The petition of the Society of Friends of Lan- | 


easter, Pennsylvania, for the abolishment of 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was taken 
up as the special order. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said that, coming from 
a State so deeply interested, he could not be silent. 
It was not surprising that there was an excite- 
ment when they had so much atstake. He spoke 
of the anxiety to hear what would be done in 
Washington. It would be better to have a ten 
. foreign war, than to have this excitement 


ept up; he disclaimed all intention to mingle it , 


with politics. When the subject was up at a 
former time, he was disposed to have as little said 
on it as possible. He was willing then to receive 
the petitions, and let them quietly lie on the table 
until some course should be agreed upon; until 
an appeal by report should be made to that great 
arbiter, public opinion, that irresistible monarch 
to which all musi submit. He would address 
himself to the gentlemen of non-slaveholding 
States, and through them the people of those 
States. This little government of ten miles square 
was ceded to the United States to enable Congress 
to protect themselves from being overawed by 
enlaces. in Philadelphia. The spot was selected 
from the midst of the slaveholding States. 
citizens of Maryland and Virginia consented to it 
from patriotic motives, and did not dream that 


measures would be attempted to subvert their | 


happiness in consequence of it. The North had 
nothing to gain, and the South everything to lose, 
in case of the interference by Congress. He read 
a report made on the subject some years ago, to 
show that the Representatives from the North and 


East had fixed the boundaries of legislation on || 


this question themselves, and which he was will- 


ing to adhere to. The committee who made the | 
report was composed of gentlemen from those — 


States. It was very natural that citizens from 


different sections should be desirous to promul- | 


gate their peculiar opinions through Congress; 


ut when the promulgation of those opinions led | 


to a revolution, there ought to be some reasonable 
check interposed. The Abolitionists had mistaken 


the effect of their labors; instead of causing a re- || assured, was the one 
laxation in the rigorous treatment of slaves, it || from Pennsylvania, [ 


TH 


|| favorably listene 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- || 


The | 





| ‘ oss — 
| placed a greater restriction upon them. Their 
, condition had been much improved from what it 


was under the colonial government of Great Brit- 
ain. He described the happiness, fidelity, and 
attachment of the slaves, and the friendship and 
munificence of masters in return, until this inter- 
ference of the Abolitionists had changed the char- 
acter of their relations. He hoped measures would 
be speedily adopted that comet put this matter at 
rest, that they might proceed in future in the path 
of their duty, without excitement and with good 
feelings. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, next took the floor, 
and in a speech of some length advocated the re- 
ception of the petition. He was one of those 
who, when the subject was first introduced, was 
opposed to any discussion on it, believing that 
the inevitable tendency of a protracted discussion 
would be to add to the excitement unfortunately 
prevailing. He thought that it would have been 
far preferable to follow the practice of former 
Congresses in either referring these abolition 
memorials, or laying them on the table, where 
they slept, and were not again heard of. By such 
a course excitement was prevented, and the fanat- 
icism of the Abolitionists was rebuked and dis- 
couraged by them, seeing how little notice was 
taken of their wild and visionary projects, and 
what little prospect there ever was of being 
to. He was not disposed to 
find fault with those gentlemen coming from sec- 
tions of the country equally interested in the 


|| subject with the one he represented, who differed 


with him in regard to the manner in which these 
memorials should be disposed of; he knew that 
| they were as strongly urged both by interest, 
| feeling, and sense of duty to the course they 


| thought it proper to pursue as he was; but, dif- 


fering with them, though he was equally anxious 
to take the strongest course in opposition to the 
memorials, yet he could not consent to mix up a 
subject so important to the State he represented, 
and to the whole southern country, with another, 
which, by creating a sympathy among the virtu- 
ous and well-disposed for those in whose case the 
right of petition might be abridged, would, per- 
haps, add to the number of the deluded followers 
of the leading Abolitionists. As had been well 
argued by his friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


| on all hands, to be an inherent right previous to 
the adoption of the Constitution, secured by that 
| instrument, and not to be set aside under any 
circumstances. Should they, then, for the pur- 
pose of putting an end to the machinations of the 
Abolitionists, (though, indeed, it was the opinion 
of many that the refusal to receive the petitions 
would not produce that effect,) give occasion to 
many well-disposed persons to believe that the 
| sacred right of petition had been violated, and 
induce them to unite with the Abolitionists in 
| continuing the existing excitement? Even if he 
had no doubts of the constitutionality of the pro- 
cedure, he would, on the grounds of expediency, 
_ hesitate before he would give rise to any appre- 
| hensions that Congress was willing to infringe 
on the right of petition. 

It was not to be doubted, that, since the meeting 
of Congress these individuals, associated together 
for the purpose of disturbing the peace and tran- 
quillity of the southern States, had increased be- 
yond all calculation. The agitators were pouring 
out their treasure with a lavish hand in subsid- 
izing presses, and distributing papers for the pur- 

ose of producing some action in Congress. He 

hal no hesitation in expressing the opinion, that 
| the discussion that had taken place in Congress 
| had had the effect of stimulating these fanatics to 
greater exertions. If this was not so, why were 
| their efforts greater now than at any former pe- 
riods? They had not heretofore persevered to 
the extent that they now did, because Congress 
gave no consequence to their memorials by pro- 
tracted discussion, but passed them by with si- 
lent contempt. 

After some further remarks, showing why he 
| could not vote against the reception of the peti- 

tion, Mr. K. said he would go with his friend 
| from Mississippi (Mr. Waker] in the strongest 
| measure that could be adopted, and that, he felt 
roposed by the Senator 
r. Bucuanan,] to reject 








ns CL 


Bucuanan,] the right of petition was admitted, | 


me 


the prayer of the petition. This course would 
steer clear of all the objections that had been urged 
onthe constitutional question, We take (said he) 
from the citizens of the United States, be they 
fanatics or whatever they may be called, the peti- 
tion expressive of their wishes, but we go no 
further: we then tell them that their request is 
unreasonable, and cannot be granted; to grant 
their prayer would be contrary to the obligations 
of our duty; it would be a violation of the Con- 
stitution, and against every principle of justice 
and humanity, and we, therefore, stamp it with 
our unqualified reprobation. 

Mr. K. dissented from the eloquent Senator 
trom South Carolina, in apprehending any danger 
from the spirit of abolition in France and England 
crossing the Atlantic, and adding to that spirit on 
this side of the water. So long as he had the 
Christian world in America with him—so long as 
he had with him so strong a party of wise, zealous, 
disinterested and generous friends at the North 
making every exertion to put down that spirit, he 
cared little for what was thought or said in France 
or England. He expressed the strongest reliance 
on the exertions of his northern friends, upon the 
messages of the Governors of States, and the well 
ordered presses operating on public opinion, to 
put down the dangerous spirit of abolition; and 
spoke in the highest terms of the message of Gov- 
ernor Marcy on that subject; but he warned his 
northern friends, and he wished them to believe 
that, if ever public sentiment should approach 
that point so as to induce legislation in Congress 

on the subject Of the abolition of slavery in the 
| District of Columbia, the cords of the Union 
would be severed. It was disavowed on the part 
of a majority of these Abolitionists that there was 
any intention of interfering with the question of 
slavery in the States. The District was to be the 
battle-ground. He knew that many gentlemen 
entertained the opinion that Congress possessed 
the constitutional power to legislate on the subject 
in the ten miles square; and the Senator from 
_ Vermont [Mr. Prentiss] entered into a constitu- 
tional arzument to show that Congress did not 
possess the power. Some years ago a report was 
made in the other House, on a bill before that 
body, claiming remuneration for a slave killed in 
the public service, in which the doctrine was ad- 
vanced, that slaves were not property. [Marigny 
D’Anterive’s case.}] The gentleman from New 
York, however, had passed over all the barriers 
of the Constitution, in support of his argument, 
by the position, that if Congress emancipated the 
slaves of the District, it could be done for the pub- 
lic use. Mr. K. here replied at length to that 
part of Mr. Prentiss’s argument, showing how 
impossible it was to reconcile it with the clause in 
the Constitution; and also replied to another part 
of the argument of the same gentleman, that slaves 
in the Distriet might be taxed so high as to com- 
pel their owners to part with them, urging the 
strong injustice there would be in such a tax, and 
its manifest violation of good faith towards the 
States who ceded the ten miles square to the 
| United States for a far different purpose. 
| Mr. K., after showing how impossible it was 
for the Abolitionists to benefit the slaves of the 
| District, even if they succeeded in producing their 
desired effect on Congress, called upon all friends 
| of the Union to lend their aid in putting down the 
alarming and dangerous excitement prevailing on 
the subject, and ended by assuring his brethren 
of the South, that although he could not, con- 
sistently with his sense of duty, vote against 
receiving the petition, yet he would cordially 
| unite with them in the strongest measures for 
| protecting the constitutional rights and interests 
| of the South. 
| After Mr. K. had concluded, ; 
| Mr.CUTHBERT expressed a wish to address 
| the Senate on the subject, before the question was 
_taken. As he then felt somewhat indisposed, he 
| hoped the Senate would not compel him to goon 
|| at that late hour, but would Saleen him by post- 
|| poning the question until to-morrow. 
| Mr. PORTER suggested that as Fridays were 
usually devcted to the consideration of bills, it 
/ would be better to postpone the subject until 
| Monday, if agreeable to the gentleman from 
Georgia; and Mr. Curupert asseating, 
| On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the further 
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until Monday next. 
HOUSE BILLS. 
The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer a part of the appropriation for the sup- 


pression of Indian hosulities in Florida to the | 


credit of subsistence; 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to act as the agent of the United States in all 
matters relating to their stock in the Bank of the 
United States; and 

A bill to preseribe the mode of paying pensions, 
heretofore granted by the United States. 

After the consideration of executive business, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 3, 1836. 


Mr. CHAPIN, by consent, reported from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, the follow- 
ing resolution; which, under the rule, lies over 
one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to cause to be made out and furnished to this House, from 
the books and files of the Department, a full and accurate 
transcript of the accounts of Silas Deane, deceased, and 
of all agreements, vouchers, and evidences in support oi 
the same, or relating thereto, which accrued while Mr. 
Deane was acting as the commercial and political agent of 
the United States in France, or elsewhere, and also while 
he was commissioner and embassador at the court of 
France ; and subsequently, while he wak required to be in 
attendance upon the continental Congress, or acting in any 
public capacity for the United States, together with all 
statements and evidences of the settlement, adjustment, 
liquidation, or payment of such accounts, or any part there- 
ot; and also all information in the possession of the De- 
partment touching the validity and equity of the claims of 
the heirs-at-law of Silas Deane, deceased, now pending 
before Congress. 

On motion by Mr. BOON, the rule was sus- 
pended, for the purpose of receiving reports from 
committees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion by Mr. SUTHERLAND, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill from the Senate, 
making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the river Wabash; and, on motion by Mr. Davis, 
the same was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Captain 
W. H. Bell; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on | 


Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 


relief of William Allen; which was read twice | 


and committed. 

Mr. BOON, from the Committce on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the Michigan 
City and Kankakee Railroad Company to con- 
struct a canal through the public lands, and for 


other purposes; which was read twice and com- | 


mitted. 
Mr. B., from the same committee, reported, 


without amendment, the bill from the Senate to | 


divide the Green Bay land district, and for other 
purposes; and the same was committed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, reported a bill pro- 
viding for the survey of certain rivers and roads 
therein named; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported a bill toauthorize 
the Missouri and Mississippi Railroad Company 
to locate and construct a railroad through the 
public lands, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported certain documents from the 
War Department relating to Plymouth beach; 
which were laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the following bill, and the same was amended, 


read a third time, and passed: a billauthorizing the | 
Secretary of the Treasury to act as the agent of 


| 
| 

| 

| 








stock in the Bank of the United States. 
___Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer 


4 part of the appropriation for suppressing In- || 


dian hostilities in Florida, to the eredit of sub- 


_ sistence; which was read twice and ordered to be || Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 


/engrossed and read a third time; and subse | legal representatives of Daniel Warner, deceased; 


quently the bill was passed. 


Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Lands, reported a bill granting to Henry 
M. Shreve the right of preémption to eighteen 
sections of public land lying on the line of the 
great raft on Red river; which was read twice, 
and committed. 

_Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 





the legal representatives of William Boyce, de- 
ceased; which was read twice, and corgmitted. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the following bill, and the same was read the 
third time and passed: A bill to prescribe the 
mode of paying pensions heretofore granted by 
the United States. 

Mr. GALBRAITH, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of William C. Hazard, of 

| Rhode Island; and 
| A bill for the relief of James Bradford, of Lou- 
isiana, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee 
on Commerce, reported a bill providing for the 

erection of public hospitals; which was read 
| twice and committed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the children and heirs-at-law of John 
Chilton, deceased; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
_ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
| William Farris; which was read twice and com- 

mitted. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs and assignees of Peter Alba, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 

| sentatives of David Caldwell, deceased; which 
| was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 
/on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for 
| the relief of Patrick McEwen; which was read 
| twice and committed. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief 
| of Benjamin Adams & Co., and others; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committeee on Ter- 
ritories, reported a resolution setting apart the 
fourth Thursday and Friday of this month for 
the consideration of bills and resolutions relating 
to the Territories of the United States. 

Mr. BELL moved to amend the resolution by 
adding the following proviso: 
| Provided, That before that time the several appropriation 
| bills should be disposed of by the House. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he hoped the amend- 
ment would be agreed to. 

The amendment was concurred in, when the 
resolution was rejected. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill to allow such pur- 
chasers of public lands in the years 1818 and 1819 | 
as omitted to take the credit allowed by law, the 

same relief which has been extended to those who 
availed themselves of the credit system; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
_lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 

the heirs-at-law of John D. Treville, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, reported a bill for the relief of Robert P. 
Letcher and Thomas P. Moore; which was read 

| twice and committed. 

Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
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a of ~an aaiiathad was postponed | the United States in all matters relating to their | James Witherell; which was read twice an 
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> 


. dcom- 
mit‘ed. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims, 


reported a bill for the re'ief of Benjamin H. Mc- 


Call; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CARR, from the Committee er Private 


which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Major William Loughburn; which was 


| read twice and committed. 


| 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following 
bills, which were read twice and committed: 

A bill to fix the pay of the officers of the na- 


| tional armories; and 


A bill to provide for the better protection of 
the western frontier. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill declaring the effect 
of judgments in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill to change the time 
of holding the district court of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia, holden in 


| Clarksburg; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of certain heirs 
and representatives of James Wilson, deceased, 
late of the city of Alexandria; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a resolution providing, that the bill to es- 
tablish the northern boundary line of the State 
of Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 





State of Michigan into the Union on certain con- 
ditions, be made the special order of the day for 
the 15th of the present month. 

Mr. BELL moved the same amendment moved 
by him to the resolution reported this morning, 
from the Committee on Territories: 

Provided, That before that time the several appropriation 
bills should be disposed of by the House. 

The amendment was agreed to; and on the res- 
olution as amended, 


Mr. THOMAS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


Mr. MERCER inquired of the Chair ifthe 
motion required a majority of two thirds for its 
adoption ? 

The CHAIR replied, that inasmuch as its ob- 
ject was to change the order of business, and con- 
penny the rules of the House, so far as that 
order was concerned, it would require a majority 
of two-thirds. 


The resolution as amended was rejected—yeas 


124, nays 79; not being two thirds in the affirma- 
tive. 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Ashley, Banks, Barton, 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Bovee, Buchanan, 
Bunch, Cambreleng, Carr, George Chambers, Chaney, Cha- 
pin, Cotfee, Coles, Corwin,Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, 
Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Denny, Dickerson, Double- 
day, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
braith, James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Hawkins, Haynes, Heister, Holsey, Hopkins, How- 
ard, Howell, Hubley, Huut, Huntington, Huntsman, Jabez 
Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Job Mann, Martin, 
John Y, Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, William 
Mason, May, McCarty, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, Mc- 
Lene, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Mublenberg, Owens, 
Page, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Peyton, 
Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Schenck, Seymour, 
Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, 
Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, ‘Thomas, John Thom- 
son, Ponete, Seems Turner, Vanderpoel, Vinton, Ward, 
Wardwell, Weeks, and Whittlesey—124. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Alien, Beaumont, Bell, Bouldin, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, John Calhoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, Casey, John Chambers, Chap- 
man, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Deberry, 
Dickson, Dromgoc!e, Evans, Everett, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, Rice Garland, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, 
Grennell, Griffin money, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazel- 
tine, Henderson, Hoar, ngersoll, William Jackson, Jarvis, 
Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Judson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Abijah Maun, Maury, McCo- 
mas, McKay, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Morris, Parker, 
Parks, Patton, Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, 
Rencher, John Reynolds, Russell, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Standefer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Turrill, Under- 
wood, White, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williauss—79. 
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Mr. 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Charles 
Blake; also, a bill granting a pension to Robert 
Lucas; which were tead twice and committed. 

Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on | 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James J. 
Pattison; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill to authorize the removal of the bar at or 
near the mouth of the river Mississippi; and 

A bill further to amend the act incorporating | 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill granting arrearage of pension to Josiah 
Westlake; and 

A bill granting a pension to Walter Dyer. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the bill from | 
the Senate for the relief of Captain Augustus A. 
Nicholson. 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill making appropriations for removing the bar 
at the mouth oP Pensuela Bay, and for construct- 
ing an hydraulic dock, or an inclined plane, at 
Pensacola; which was read twice and committed. | 

Mr. J., from the same committee, reported the 
following resolution; which, by consent, was con- 
sidered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
cause a course of experiments to be instituted, for the pur- 


pose of ascertaining the efficiency and testing the safety of | 
the medium or light guns of the Navy, and of comparing 











EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid |! which have been made for building the Washington bridg 
across the Potomac; discriminating therein the cost of 
various Works upon the same, in wood, earth, rubble stone, 
or masonry, and all @xtra work contracted tor or added to 
the structure of the said bridge, by order or permission of 
the Departinent, subsequent to the original coutract there- 
for, distinguishing in like manner the description and cost 
of all such extra work; an! that he also state the relative 
elevation, above ordinary high tide, of the present bridge, 
compared with that which stood on the same site. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. Dickson, was, on his motion, considered and 
|| agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the State of Mississippi an equivalent in land or money 
for the sixteenth sections which have been guarantied to 
said State within her limits, by'an act to authorize her to 
form a constitution and State government, and from which 
she is wholly excluded in the district of country lately 
ceded to the United States by the Chickasaw tribe of In- 
dians. 


On motion by Mr. BOON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
incorporated railroad and canal companies to construct 
| railroads and canals through the public lands of the United 

States. 

On motion by Mr. PEYTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 

establishing a post route from Gallatin, Tennessee, to Tomp- 

kinsville, Kentucky, passing by Duncy Cross Roads, in 

Smith county, Tennessee, down the Long Fork of Barren 
| river, by John B. Lamery’s store, thence to Tompkinsville, 

Kentucky. 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 
Mr. LAWRENCE remarked, that it was ex- 
ceedingly important that the New York relief bill 
medi ‘ should be disposed of; and he moved a suspen- 
eeagerce wie the guns for which they were proposed to gion of the rule, for the purpose of proceeding 
yee - |, with its consideration. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo-|| Mr. PARKS called for the yeas and nays; 
lutionary Claims, reported the following bills; || which were ordered; and the motion to suspend 
which were read twice and committed: _. || the rules was rejected—yeas 129, nays 66; not 
A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Goldsmith; || two thirds. 
and f || Mr. HANNEGAN asked Icave to submit the 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Tuttle. || following resolution: 

Mr. GRANTLAND, from the Committee on || 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Dudley Walker; which was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 


—T 


Resolved, That the report of the select committee, ap- 
pointed during the last Congress, to investigate the affairs 
of the West Point Military Acadeiny, be withdrawn from 
the files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Revo- |; Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of || pend the rule; which was negatived without a 
Matthias Travers; which was read twice and || count. 
committed. (| Mr. ASHLEY moved a suspension of the rule 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on || for the purpose of taking up an amendment of 
Claims, reported the following bills; which were || the Senate to a joint resolution of the House, 
read twice and committed: |! establishing certain post roads in Missouri and 

A bill for the rehef of Daniel Davis; || Arkansas; which was negatived—ayes 97, noes 

A bill for the relief of James Baker; and | 54; not two thirds. 

A bill granting half-pay to the widows and | 


\ 

aul “ Pa ts AS eR | NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

rphans, where their hus fathers have || a i “TENG - 

died, or shall hereafter die, in the military service On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House 
. |; then resolved itself into the Committee of the 


of the United States, in certain cases. Wh on : ) 

Messrs. BOON and WILLIAMS, of North |: ole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mitter 
Carolina, from the Committee on Public Lands; ‘| in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs; Messrs. CRAIG, MUHLENBERG, | 
KINNARD, and BEAUMONT, from the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims; Messrs. FRY | 
and BOND, from the Committee on Revolution- || 
ary Pensions; Mr. TOUCEY, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary; Messrs. HOWELL and _ 
DOUBLEDAY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; Messrs. CHAMBERS, of Pennsyl- 
vania, CARR, and PATTERSON, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims; and Mr. 
WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on Claims 
—made unfavorable reports upon various resolu- 
tions, memorials, and petitions; which, with one 
or two exceptions, were laid on the table. 

{Mr. Wuirrt.esey, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported adversely in the case of John | 
Campbell, Nathan Winteringer, James Adams, 
Thomas Foster, Jr.,.and Aquilla Bishop. ] 

Mr. SEVIER, on leave, presented a statement 
containing the census of the population of Ark- 
ansas; which was laid on the table,and ordered 


vice for the year 1836. 
The question pending was the motion by Mr. 


and necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, one half, viz: from 
$67,000 to $33,500. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, resumed 
his remarks in opposition to the general principles 


board, and entered again into various details to 
| show the advantages of the latter section for naval 


| at the South and West than at the North, where 
the system of society was complex and artificial, 


| 
| at the breaking up of the tariff system. Mr. T. 
| again recurred to the testimonies of Colonel Gra- 
| tiot, Commodore Dallas, the board of engineers, 
| &c., in favor of the advantages of Pensacola har- 
|| bor for a naval station, and reiterated the charges 
eiienineibatend || of inequality comprised in the recommendations 
P . || of the Secretary of the Navy which appropriated 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. || $7,000,000 to the North, and about $300,090 for 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted || the South. He complained of the pitiful bill in- 


t 
' 


by Mr. Mercer, was, on his motion, considered || troduced that morning by the chairman of the | 
|| Naval Committee [Mr. Jarvis] for an hydraulic | 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to lay before this House a statement of the disbursements 


dock or an inclined plane at Pensacola. e would 
say, make Pensacola equal to the most respectable 


ii 
! 
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' of a small class, and not those of a first-rate. 
_ contrasted the amount of productions in the South 


the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- || 


Bett to reduce the item for the improvement | 


of the bill, on the ground of the inequality of || 
expenditure on the northern and southern sea- | 


stations. Labor could be procured much cheaper | 


and which would be disbanded in the year 1842, | 


223 


of the other naval stations, or expend nothing 
upon it. The measure proposed in the bill just 
reported, if carried out, provided only for vessels 


He 


and West with the North. The former was the 
great well-spring; the latter the reservoir. The 
people of the former he described as aliens to all 
the bounty of the Government, in comparison with 
the share of disbursements that fell to the latter. 
Mr. T. referred to the surplus revenue, and avowed 
himself willing to go to any reasonable lengths in 
disposing of it, for he regarded it as one of the 
most terrible impending calamities hanging over 
the liberties and institutions of the country. He 
entered intoa statement to show that it was several 
millions more than was set down by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, exclusive of the bank stock and 
an estimate of $25,000,000 for the fiscal year. 
He regarded this subject a more conclusive one 
than all the existing measures that had hitherto 
occurred, the Missouri question, tariff, compro- 
mise, and all united. There would be no less than 
between forty and fifty millions of surplus rev- 
enue next year. After some further remarks Mr. 
T. concluded, and 
Mr. EVANS obtained the floor, but gave way to 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, on whose motion the 
committee took up and considered the bill making 
appropriations for payment of revolutionary and 
other pensions for the year 1836. 
On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the com- 
mittee took up and considered the following bill: 
A bill to repeal so much of the act entitled **An 
act transferring the duties of Commissioner of 
Loans to the Bank of the United States, and 
abolishing the office of Commissioner of Loans,’’ 
as requires the Bank of the United States to per- 
form the duties of commissioner of loans for the 
several States. 
CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
| committee took up for consideration the bill to 
carry into effect the convention with Spain. 
Mr. M. said he was instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to move a substitute 
for the bill, omitting only the enacting clause; 
which he did, and briefly explained its provisions, 
| showing that the bill and the amendment differed 
only in the form and structure of the commission 
appointed under the bill. 
Mr. ADAMS made a few remarks in favor of 
the amendment. 
Mr. CUSHING said, that he desired to avail 
himself of this occasion to express his strong 


\| sense of the justice and honor exhibited by the 


Government of Spain in the treaty of which this 
bill was the consummation. In the midst of 
national calamities, which she met with her char- 
acteristic fortitude, with a deadly civil war raging 
in her bosom, and weighed down with financial 
embarrassments, Spain has acknowledged and 
satisfied the claims of our citizens in a spirit of 
manly promptitude and frankness strikingly con- 
trasted with the conduct of some other European 
powers in a similar matter. This procedure on 
|| the part of that gallant and high-minded nation 
|, did ee to the liberal policy which actuates her 
present rulers; and united as Spain and the Uni- 
ted States are by the ties of a close intercourse, 
reciprocally beneficial to both, he felt that it was 
the duty of the American Contress, in passing 
this bill, to bear emphatic testimony to the integ- 
rity and dignified sentiment of self-respect mani- 
| fested in this affair by the Queen Regent of Spain. 
On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, the committee 
| rose, and reported the foregoing bills to the 
| House. ; 
The two bills reported without amendment, 
|| were then read the third time and passed. 
| The amendmentof the Committee of the Whole 
|| to the bill to carry into effect a convention with 
|, Spain, was then concurred in by the House, and 
|| the bill, as amended, ordered to be engrossed for 
|| a third reading to-morrow; and, on motion by Mr. 
|| TOUCEY, the House adjourned. 


| 
| 
} 














HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, March 4, 1836. 
'| The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
" by Mr. CHAPIN , was considered and agreed to: 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 
to cause to be made out and furnished to this House, from | 
the books and files of the Department, a full and accurate | 
transcriptof the accounts of Silas Deane, deceased, and of 
all agreements, vouchers, and evidences in support of the 
same, or relating thereto, which accrued while Mr. Deane 
was acting ax the commercial and political agent of the 
United States in Frawee or elsewhere, and also while he 
was commissioner and embassador at the court of France, 
and, subsequently, while he was required to be in attend 
ance upon the continental Congress, or acting in any public 
capacity tor the United States ; together with all statements 
and evidences of the settlement, adjustment, liquidation, 
or payment of such accounts, or any part thereof; and also 
all information in the possession of the Department, touch- | 
ing the validity and equity of the claims of the heirs-at-law 
of Siias Deane, deceased, now pending before Congress. 


STATE OF ARKANSAS. 
Mr. SEVIER, on leave, presented an ordinance | 
of the convention lately assembled in Arkansas 
for the purpose of forming a State constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed, 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


Mr. HANNEGAN rose, and remarked that he 
had seen with regret a settled determination on 
the part of the majority of the House to resist 
any attempt to expose the abuses of the Military 
Academy at West Point. He warned the House 
that they could not smother the truth, and that, 
one way or another, the facts should be made 
known. 

Here Mr. H. was loudly called to order both 
by the Chair and by several members, and he 
moved a suspension of the rule for the purpose 
of offering the following resolution, which was 
read for information: 

Resolved, That the report of the select committee ap 
pointed during the last Congress to investigate the affairs of 


the Weat Point Military Academy, be withdrawn from the 
files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 





Mr. H. again rose, and was again called to 
order. He said it was easy to teach a starling to 
ery order, but he desired to have the yeas and 
nays; which motion he hoped was in order. 

he yeas and nays were accordingly ordered. 

Mr. BROWN begged leave to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman the ques- 
tion was not debatable. 

Mr BROWN said he did not desire to discuss 
the question; he only wished to know whether 
the report of the select committee, to which the | 
resolution referred, had ever been received by tiie | 
House ? 

‘he CHAIR replied that he could not answer | 
the question. It was a report made by a com- | 
mittee at the last Congress. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY inquired if the motion 
was intended to suspend the rule generally, so 
as to set aside the ordinary business of the day? | 

Mr. HANNEGAN explained, that his motion 
contemplated only an application to the morning | 
hour. 

‘The question was then taken; and decided in | 
the aflirmative—yeas 112, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beale, Bell, | 
Bockee, Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Buchanan, Bunch, John Cal 
hoon, Cambreleng, Carr, Carter, Casey, John Chambers, | 
Chaney, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Connor, Crane, 
Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, | 
Doubleday, Dunlap, Effner, Fatrfield, Farlin, Forester, | 
French, Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Gillet, Granger, 
Grantland, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Haley, Hamer, Han- 
negan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Holsey, Hubley, Huat, Huntington, Ingham, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Joseph Jackson, Jeniter, Cave Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lawler, Joshua 
Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Logan, Abijah Mann. Job 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Wiiliam Mason, Moses | 
Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, May, McKay, MckKennan, 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Miler, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Mutilenberg, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Phelps, 
Potts, Rencher, John Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, Au- | 
gustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Sloane, 
Sinith, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, John Thomson, Tou 
cey, Turner, Wardwell, Weeks, and Lewis Williams—112. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
Banks, Beardsley, Borden, Briggs, Brown, Bynum, Wil- 
liam B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Chapman, Childs, 
Clark, Cleveland, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Denny, Dicker- 
son, Dromguole, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, William 
K. Fuller, Glascock, Graham, Graves, Hiland Hall, Hard, | 
Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Hopkins, Howard, 
Howell, Hantsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Jarvis, Joseph John- | 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Judson, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Leonard, 
Lincoln, Loyall, Lucas, McComas, Mercer, Milligan, Mor- | 
ris, Owens, Page, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pickens, | 
Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russell, William B. |, 
Bhepard, Sprague, Sutherland, Taliaferro, Taylor, Towns, 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL 


' 
Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpocl, Washington, Webster, 
Whittlesey, and Shersod Williams—83, 

So the House refused to suspend the rule, two 
thirds not voting in the affirmative. 

NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Elections in the 
case of the North Carolina contested election. 

Mr. HARD, on a former day, made a motion, 
(which was modified on the suggestion of Mr. 
Mann, of New York,) that the petitioner, Davip 
NewLanD, have leave to appear, and also to ad- 
dress the House on the subject of his petition. 

The question pending was the peanelonnl pro- 
posed by Mr. Bynum, that the petitioner be per- 
mitted to appear by himself or by counsel. 

Mr. BYNUM said, when he made the motion, 
he had done so because he understood, in private 
conversation, that the petitioner wished counsel; 
and also in accordance with the views expressed 
by the majority of the Committee of Elections. 
His colleague [Mr. Connor] had stated that he 


GLOBE: 


| 


was authorized by the petitioner to state that he | 


did not wish counsel. Mr. B. had since had a 
conversation with the petitioner, and with his col- 


league, and had ascertained that the petitioner || 


had made such declaration; but the reason wh 

he had done so was, that at that time the peti- 
tioner was unconscious that such a request had 
ever been asked by any petitioner of the House 


of Representatives, and he was unwilling to ask | 


anything that had not been granted to others 
under similar circumstances. Upon mature re- 


flection, however, the petitioner had stated to | 


Mr. B. that he would ask for counsel; ascertain- 
ing that it had been the uniform practice of the 


House to hear petitioners in such cases by coun- || 


sel, and that that privilege had been in no one 
instance denied when asked. 


Mr. B. said, in | 
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| man’s statement. He hoped the vote would be 
taken on allowing the petitioner counsel, and that 
the reliminary uestion might be at once settled, 

Mr. MERCER did not rise to discuss the sub- 
ject, but merely to state, in reply to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bynum,] that counsel 
had not been admitted in such cases into’ the 
British Parliament since the passage of the Gren- 

| ville act. 

Mr. REED said he believed that counsel had 
not been admitted into Congress in the case of a 
contested election for thirty years past. At the 
commencement of the Government, when the 
House was small, counsel had been admitted; but 
time had become so precious of late years, that 
they were not admitted. If they were to admit 

' counsel, there ought to be good reason for it, and 
he did not think there was good reason for such 
| admission on the present occasion. The matter 
'had been before a committee of nine members, 
whose duty it was to examine into all constitu- 
tional and legal questions in relation thereto. The 
had, after examining the question, and hearing all 
| the testimony from the respective parties for the 
last three months, made two reports to the House. 
After that, was the examination to stop? No; it 
would be still further examined, and there were 
enough of members to discuss the subject. There 
was no difficulty in finding a sufficiency of speak- 
ers. There were many lawyers on the floor 
competent and willing to discuss any legal mat- 
ters which might come before them; but he 
found other gentlemen, who were not lawyers, 
competent to discuss the present question, and to 
discuss it ably, too; and, therefore, he could not 











|, see the necessity of introducing lawyers to argue 


reciting the case he had the other day of a con- | 
tested election from New Jersey, in 1789, he had | 
shown that it was the opinion of Mr. Madison, | 


Mr. Stone, and various others, that the petitioner 
in such cases should have counsel. It appeared 


to be admitted by all parties that the petitioner | 


should be heard by counsel on the main question, | 


but it was doubted by some whether he should be 
heard on the preliminary question. 


He had un- | 


derstood it to be the almost invariable practice in | 


the British Parliamentto grant petitioners in such 
cases a hearing by counsel. He had found other 


cases in our own country than those already men- | 
tioned, and in one of those cases the sitting mem- | 


ver had been allowed counsel; and he had not 
discovered a single case where counsel had been 
refused. He took the liberty of dissenting from 


the broad ground taken by the gentleman from | 
Kentucky, |Mr. Harpin.] That gentleman had 


stated that he thought it would be highly impoli- 


tic to admit lawyers on that floor to argue the | 


cases of petitioners, in the case of contested elec- 


tions. Mr. B. thought it would be politic to have || 
He believed it would be better for each | 


counsel. 


party to have counsel, and not have members of | 


the House advocating each individual’s claims; 


because, in so doing, gentlemen disqualified them- | 


selves from becoming judges of the matter, which 
they were bound to settle. For that reason, he 
believed the true policy would be to grant the 
petitioner counsel on the main question. The 


gentleman had very truly said that there were | 


enough of distinguished lawyers in the House to 
advocate either of the gentlemen’s causes; but 
he must tell the gentleman that those lawyers 
were not going to pay that attention to the case 


that one would who was employed expressly for | 


that purpose. The members of the House were 


not going to make that search into the laws of || 


the State in relation to the matter, which a law- 
= would whose business it was to do so. He 


cnew from his little experience that the practice | 


was to give the documents a mere casual perusal. 
While up, he could not but express his regret at 





the remarks made the other day by the gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McKennan.] He 
did think that the gentleman’s statement had mis- 
represented his views; and his persisting in it 
would justify him (Mr. B ) in using language to- 
wards that gentleman that he had too much re- 
gard for the dignity of the House to use in its 
presence; but he was willing to let the country 
Judge between what he had said and the gentle- 


the case, and consume the time of the House. 
They might as well ask to have lawyers to come 
into the House to advocate the cause of the suf- 
ferers by the late fire in New York. Those suf- 
ferers certainly were as much in need of counsel 
as the petitioners, but his principal objection was 
to the time that would be wasted. If a lawyer 
was to be heard, he would take two days in 
making an argument. If the gentleman was not 
capable of advocating his claim to his seat, he 
would find plenty of friends in the House who 
would do it for him; and he ventured that nomem- 
ber would express an opinion which would make 
him incapable of acting afterwards as a judge in 
the case. He objected to it from want of time, 
and that it might be the means of introducing 
lawyers on the floor on other subjects. 

Mr. HARD expressed a hope that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (M: . Bynum] would 
withdraw his amendment, and permit the peti- 
tioner to take his seat, until this preliminar 

uestion was settled. He could not but think 
that the debate had taken a wide and unnecessary 
range at this stage. 

Mr. GLASCOCK would be very unwilling 
himself to adopt, under any circumstances, the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that counsel should be allowed, 
even if he could bring himself for a moment to 
believe that there was any necessity for it. Inde- 
pendent of this, he believed that, unless where 
there was an absolute necessity, the precedent 
was a dangerous and bad one. But why should 
the petitioner wish for counsel, when the report 
of the committee was in his favor? Mr. G. did 
not look upon the question as a mere legal one, 
or as involving only a legal question. It was 
true, that it depended in a great measure upon 
the law of North Carolina, regulating the pro- 
ceedings of elections in that State, but the whole 
testimony was now introduced, and could it be 
for a moment presumed, that individual members 
of the House were not fully qualified to decide 
upon that evidence? Where, then, could exist 
the necessity for the employment of counsel, if 
there be no difficult points involved? Or even if 
there were difficult points involved, it appeared to 
him that it was both prudent and proper for the 
House to decide for itself, without the interfer- 
ence of counsel. He could not believe that any 
difficulties could arise in the discussion of this 
question, nor could he be induced to believe that 
any individual member of the House would un- 
dertake to decide a question of such importance 

without making himself perfectly qualified to do 
| so, by fully informing himself of all the facts upon 
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